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MILITARY CONSTRUCTION AUTHORIZATION, FISCAL
: YEAR 1975

SEPTEMBER 5, 1974.—Ordered to be printed

Mr. SyminaTon, from the Committee on Armed Services,
submitted the following

REPORT

[To accompany 1I.R. 16136]

The Committee on Armed Services, to which was referred the bill
(H.R. 16136) having considered the same, reports favorably thereon
with an amendment and recommends that the bill as amended do

pass.
PurposE oF THE Biin

The purpose of this bill is to provide construction and other related
authority for the military departments, and the office of the Secretary
of Defense, within and outside the United States and in title VII
authority for construction of facilities for the Reserve components,
in the total amount of $3,079,651,060 consisting of $3,027,925,060
in new authority, and an increase in prior years’ authorization of
$51,726,000.

Form oF COMMITTEE ACTION

The bill on which the committee heard its hearings is S. 3471.
The companion bill as passed by the House of Representatives is
H.R. 16136. Subsequent to the submission of the bill to the Congress,
and in some instances after the hearings had been completed, amend-
ments were requested by the Department of Defense. These changes,
together with those recommended by the committee, made it desire-
able to report the House bill with an amendment in the nature of a
substitute.
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Total authorizations granted, fiscal year 1975
Title I (Army):

Inside the United States_______ . o ____ $514, 187, 000
Outside the United States_ . ________ . __________________ 130, 024, 000
Subtotal __ e 644, 211, 000
Title IT (Navy): - R
Inside the United States_ .. ______ . __________________ 512, 620, 000
Outside the United States_ _ . ___ . ______ ________ 44, 424, 000
Subtotal . 5567, 054, 000
Title IIT (Air Force): -
[nside the United States.__ .. _______ . _______._________ 302, 709, 000
Outside the United States___________ __________________ 77, 097, 000
Classified. - . 8, 100, 000
Subtotal____ .. 387, 9086, 600
Title 1V (Defense agencies): -
[nside the United States_______ . ___ . ____ o __________ 32, 400, 000
Subtotal ... ____________________ ... 1, 621, 571, 000

Title V (military family housing and homeowners assistance)__. 1, 248,422, 060

Deficiency authorizations:

Title T (Army) oo .. 8, 853, 000
Title IT (Navy) - o 20, 585, 000
Title III (Air Foree) - - 22, 288, 000
Subtotal . .._. 41, 726, 000

Title VII (Reserve Forces facilitics) : R
Army National Guard__.______________________________ 53, 800, 000
Army Reserve_ .o _______________________ 38, 600, 0600
Naval and Marine Corps Reserves._._ . ______.___________ 18, 532, 000

Air National Guard..._ .. ________________ _ ________ 33, 000, 000

Air Foree Reserve. ... _______________ . _______. 14, 000, 000
Total o 157, 932, 000
Grand total granted by titles I, I, 111, IV, V, and VIT________ 83, 079, 651, 060

StaTUus oF MiLiTarRy CONSTRUCTION AUTHORIZATION

The following summary is set forth to permit a review of all military
construction authorization for the active forces from fiscal year 1948
through October 1, 1975. The summary is based upon the bill as sub-
mitted to the Congress:
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[In millions of dolldrs]

Army lNav'y Air Farce Total

Total authorizations, fiscal year 1948 through 1974, _____ . . oc..-- 11,879 9,246 . 20,392 41,517
Less unfunded authorizations repealed and .rescinded through fiscal year :
1974 and sec. 605, Public Law 93-166. ... .- @occcanimiaaieloao s —1,766 —1,088 —3,368 - —6,222

Less appropriations fiscal year 1958 through 1974 .. —10,091. —8,05 16,884 .—35031
Less dollar equivalent of counterpart fund pesetas utilized through fiscal :

B L 7L S 0 ~51 —79 —130
Residual authorization to be available Oct. 1, 1974___._ .. ..._.. 22 41 61 134
Additional new authorizaiion proposed by fiscal year 1975 bill__ __..._.._. 697 568 468 1,733
Increases in prior year's authorization proposed by fiscal year 1975 hill.... 10 13 0 23
Estimated general authorization to be utilized in fiscal year 1975 ......._- 52 72 54 178
Total of end fiscal year 1974 residual and proposed fiscal year 1975
atitharizations. . oo ceccicmc e maame e 781 704 583 2,068
Less authorization to be repealed by sec. 605, fiscal year 1975 bill ... ___ —22 —51 —41 —114
Less proposed fiscal year 1975 new fund availability (TOA).e.comcneaaaaan. —744 —738 —53 —1,918

Residual authorization estimated available as of Oct. 1,1975_ ... 115 15 6 38

. T Unfunded NATO authorization.
Progranv Hicnricurs

The Construction proposals contained in the bill as submitted to
the Congress covered 263 major bases and approximately 661 separate
construction projects.

The request of the Department of Defense was $3,278,380,000 in
new authority and an increase in prior year’s authority of $27,939,000
for a total authorization of $3,306,319,000, however, after the bill
was submitted, several amendments were requested by the Depart-
ment which were taken into consideration. Principally among these
was $15 million for construction of an interim medical school facility
for the Uniformed Services University of Health Sciences, and several
requests for increases in prior year’s authority. :

As in last year's request, substantial increments for bachelor
housing, family housing, medical facilitics, pollution abatement and
upgrading the Reserves were proposed.

Of the 10,462 units of new family housing construction requested
for fiscal year 1975, 3,000 were intended for ultimate use by junior
grade enlisted personnel who have not heretofore been considered
eligible for Government quarters. The committee has some mis-
givings in regard to this proposal which will be dealt with later in this
report.

For the bachelor housing program, $392 million was requested,
which would provide approximately 23,400 additional new spaces
and the upgrading of many existing facilities. Also in_the area of
personnel oriented projects was a request for $210 million for up-
grading existing and providing for some new hospital and medical
facilities. For the most part, the committee looked favorably upon
these personnel facilities which are important to achieving an all-
voluntary force. : ,

Other mhajor elements of the departmental request was $88 million

_for NATO infrastructure, in which the committee made a modest
reduction; $104 million for the Trident Submarine Support Site
at Bangor, Washington; about $100 million for pollution abatemont
projects, and $150.9 million for facilities for the reserve forces. The
committee saw fit to add an additional $7 million for the Air National
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Guard to cover in part the cost of facilitics made necessary as the
result of certain aircraft conversions within the Air Guard which
occurred after the bill was submitted to the Congress.

After carefully considering each individual item, the committee
eliminated only those projects where some doubt existed as to the
requirement or where it believed the project could be safely deferred
for the present time without injury to the overall program.

FINAL COMMITTEE ACTION

Bili submitted Committee
Authorizations to Congress action Difference

Active Forces:
Army (title 1)
Navy (itle 1. . __
Air Force (title 111).

$696, 815,000  $644,211,000  $—52, 604, 000
567, 674, 000 5§57, 054, 000 —10, 620, 000
488, 276, 000 387, 906, 000 —30, 370, 000

Defense agencies fitle 1V} 47,400, 000 32,400,000  —15, 000, 000
T TS 1,780,165,000 1,621,571,000  —158, 594, 000
Deticiency authorizations: T o T
ALY (HHI8 D)oo e e e ee e ean 10, 127, 000 8, 853, 000 —1,274, 000
Navy (title 1. 27 - 17,812,000 20, 585, 000 -+2, 773, 000

Air Force (title 111D 0 22,288,000 2%, 288, 000

TO0L e et e ee e e oo e e e e e 27,939,000 51,726,000 423,787,000

Military family housing Ctitle V)__ _. 1,347,283,000 1, 248, 422, —98, 860, 940
Reserve Ferces facilities (title VIII) 150, 932, 000 157, 932, 000 -7, 000, 000
L T 13,306,319,000 3,079,651,080 226, 667,940

1 Note: This does not include $17,700,000 in line items and $30,300,000 increases in prior years authorily requested by
the Department after the biil was submitted to the Congress.

DericieNcy AUTHORIZATIONS

There is set forth below a list of increases in prior years authorvity
contained in this bill which total $51,726,000. This is the largest re-
quest for deficiency anthorization in several years. While some of this
may be due to bad initial planning on the part of the military depart-
ments, it is cssentially due to unanticipated spiraling construction
costs which have been further aggravated by the energy crisis affect-
ing the nation. Kach of the Services report that recent bid openings
for construction projects, which were estimated many months earlier,
have far exceeded the original estimates and authorization. This is
particularly true ingofar as the FY 1974 construction program is con-
cerned. This will undoubtedly cause a delay in awarding some con-
struction projects and the redesign or reduction in scope of others.

In an effort to provide somec measure of relief the committee has
included Subsection 6C3 (e) in the bill which will permit cost estimates
to be varied upward by an additional 10% to meet unusual variations
in cost directly attributable to difficulties arising out of the energy
crisis. Modest increases in price limitations on military family and
bachelor housing have also been granted. )

The Army and Navy are to be commended for their effort to hold
down their deficiency requests related to the Fiscal Year 1974 pro-
gram. After the bill was submitted to the Congress the Air Force
recquested increases ‘totaling $30,327,000 of which $22,288,000 was
approved.
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[in thousands of dollars}

Existing As  Additional

Public . amount ~ amended  authorized
Law Installation authorized by bill requested
ARMY (TITLE 1)
91-511 Rock Istand Arsenal, Nl ..o oo 2,750 3,650 900
92-545 Fort Myer, Va._.._._.____ - 1,815 3,615 1, 800
92-545 Fort Sill, Okta_ .- -2 2070 - 14,958 16, 158 1,20}
92-545 Canal Zone, various locations - 8,129 9,238 1,109
93-166 Germany, various locations__ - 12,517 16, 360 3,843
Total, ArmY . oo e 40,169 49,022 8,853
NAVY (TITLE 11) )

90-408 Naval Academy, Annapolis, Md. .. iicaicannes . 2,000 4,391 2,391
91-511 Naval Air Rework Facility, Jacksonville, Fla. - 3,869 4,534 665
92-545 Navy Public Works Center, Norfolk, Va_____ - 3,313 7,019 3,700
92-545 NAD, Hawthotne, Nev__.___.___.____. §,003 10, 203 4,200
93-166 Naval Home, Gulfport, Miss_. ...... 9, 444 . 2,358

93-166 Naval Air Station, Meridian, Miss.. - 4,532 - 5,466
93-166 Naval Air Station, Alameda, Calif..___.. 3,827 1,756 3,929
93-166 Marine Corps Supply Center, Barstow, Cal 3,802 6,210 2,408
Total, NaVY cecae e e oo e c e 32,264 87,381 29, 585

AIR FORCE (TITLE Hil)
93-166 Peterson Field, Colo. oo oo aen oo cemaeen 7,843 9,733 1,890
93-166 Richards-Gebaur, Mo_.. - 3,963 6,130 !

93-166 Robins AFB, Ga__...__. B 4,628 7,324 2,69%
93-166 Eglin AFB, Fla__......... . 7,039 8,882 1,843
93-166 Keesler AFB, Miss__.._._ 8,786 10,733 1,947
93-166 Lackiand AFB, Tex. 6, 509 9,186 2,677
93-166 Reese AFB, Tex. 4,211 6, 461 2,250

93-166 Vance AFB, Okla 895
93-166 Altus AFB, Okla.. 1,078 1, 440 362
93-166 Francis E. Warren AFB, Wyo. - 5, 834 8,265 2,431
93-166 Little Rock AFB, Ark.__.___ - 1,165 2,200 1,035
93-166 Tyndall AFB, Fla__ - 1,020 1,284 264
93-166 Webb AFB, Tex___. 3,154 4,307 1,153
93-166 Nellis AFB, Nev. . oo 2,588 3,637 1,049
Total, Air FOrce. oo ciemcmc e mm————— 58, 189 80, 477 22,288
Grand total 130, 622 186, 880 51,726

Fort CarsoN LaND AcquisiTioN REQUEST

Special hearings were held on Army’s proposal for expansion of
the Fort Carson reservation. Briefly, the proposal consisted of three
land acquisition phases to total approximately 74,000 acres. The
fiscal year 75 request, called Phase I, was for $7.2 million to purchase
approximately 17,500 acres adjacent to the southern boundary of
the reservation. In following years Army would initiate Phase 1I,
approximately 45,400 acres adjoining the southeastern corner of the
reservation, and Phase III, approximately 11,200 acres located
on the eastern edge of the reservation. The stated purpose of the
land expansion plan is to provide additional mancuver room for
mechanized units.

During the hearings on the Phase I proposal a number of citizens,
representing both private and public interests, testified to the sub-
committee. All were opposed to the Phase I plan proposed by Ariny.
The committec believes the concerns and arguments presented in
opposition to the Army’s plan are valid and that the Army’s stated
requirement to procced with the Phase I land acquisition does not
outweigh the objections of the local citizenry at this time.

However, the committee believes that some additional land is
required at Fort Carson in order to facilitate training. Therefore,
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the committee authorizes $7.2 million, but directs that those funds
be used only for the acquisition of the approximately 11,200 acres,
described to the committee as Phase I11.

The committce notes that the major portion of the Army’s justi-
fication for the land acquisition at Fort Carson was to support the
training requircment of a mechanized division; a division that trains
1o fight primarily in the NATO area. While the committee is author-
izing the funds necessary to acquire the Phase III land, it believes

“a mechanized division might better simulate the NATO ground
cnvironment at some other location. Therefore, future fund requests,
especially for the Phase I or IT arca, must be justified on the basis
that other adequate training sites for mechanized units within the
continental limits of the United States that simulate the NATO
environment are not available.

('OMMISSARIES

Lust vear in their conference report the Senate and IHouse Appro-
priations Cominittees took note of the fact that the Department of
Defense should take measures to increase the use of commissary
surcharge maney or other non-appropriated funds for the construction
of commissary [acilities. The Department was asked to make a study
ol the matter. While the results of this study has not vet been released,
it is understood the Department is in sympathy with the concept. It
was [urther pointed out that special legislation would be required to
accomplish this. It is for this reason that Section 610 has been in-
cluded in this bill.

Cominissaries enjoy numerous advantages which allow them to
{urther reduce their costs below those of commercial counterparts.
Ifurther, the patrons of commissaries pay no local sales taxes where
such are applicable, thus increasing overall savings below prices paid
in the private sector. 1t is estimated that an increase of 19, to 29,
in the surcharge rate will be ample.

The committee has denied the thres commissaries requested in this
bill for locations within the United States. ‘

Ditgo Garcia—NavaL SvpporT Facirity

The Navy originally requested $29 million in the Fiscal Year 1974
Supplemental Authorization bill to expand the Naval Communica-
tions Station on the British owned Island of Diego Garcia in the
Indian Ocean. The expansion would allow the base at Diego Garcia
1o become a general support facility for U.S. forces operating in the
Indian Ocean and, in particular, would have the capability to support
a carrier task foree.

The House voted to approve the full $29 million authorization in
the Supplemental request. The Senate, and subsequently the Con-
ference Report on the Supplemental, deferred, without, prejudice,
anthorization for the $29 million request. Testimony before the Com-
niitiee had not demonstrated a great urgency to the project, no ap-
proval in principle had been obtained from the United Kingdom
for an expansion of U.S. facilitics on Diego Garcia, and serious policy
questions raised by the request required further consideration.

Logistically, Diego Garcia would serve as an outpost support
facility where ships could perform limited in-pert upkeep, take on
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fuel, and receive critical supplies by military airlift In addition to
the Navy construction, the Air Force included in its Fiscal Year 1975
budget request $3.3 million Tor additional airlift improvements and
storage space for pefroleum products and munitions. The Air Force
requirements are contingency related; no permanent Air Force
presence is planned on Diego Garcia.

The defense and forcign policy implications of the construction
projects at Diego Garcia are, of course, broader than the $32.3 million
request would suggest. It is true that the consfruction of support
facilities -at. Diego Garcig , '
-S. military presence in the Indian Ocean. But b
flexility and capability, expansion of the Iicgo AS0 8
disTinct step 1n Tacilitating U.S. operations in the Indian Oceam and
thus 1s directly velated to the broader policy questions associated
with a U.S. military presence in the Indian Ocean.

After carelul consideration of the many factors imvolved and thorough
debate, the Committee approved $14,802,000 as a first increment of
%19 Navy’s requirements, and the $3.3 million requested by the Air
force.

At the same time, the Committec included Section 612 in the bill to
preclude the obligation ol any of these Tunds until the President.of the
United States has advised the Congress in writing that he has evalu-
ated all military and foreign policy implications regarding the need
for these Tacilitics and has certified that this construcijon 1s essenfial
to_the national interest. Such certification must be submitted to the
Congress and approved by both Houses of Congress. This will assure
the opportunity '%or Tull debate on the oxpandon at Diego Garcia as a
policy matter, and in light of the most recent circumstances.

Because of the importance and complexity of the issues raised by
Diego Garcia, the Committee felt that it was important for the new ,
Adminjstration to make a full reevaluation of this matter. It 1s the hope
of the Committee that sich an evaluafion would include a thorough
exploration of the possibility of achieving with the Soviet Union mu-

tual military restraint without jeopardizing U.S. interests in the area
of the Ind ceall.

UxNiroRMED SERVICES UNIVERSITY OF THE HEALTH SCIENCES

gitic

SURGE FACILITY

Under the Navy program, but for all of the Armed Forces, the
Department of Defense requested $15.0 million for the construction
of the first phase of the University. This facility, which is called a
Surge Facility, would provide space to accommodate up to 125 medical
students. The President of the University strongly believes this facility
is required for orderly growth of the University.

In order.to comply with Public Law 92-426 to graduate 100 medical
students by 1982, it is planned to initiate a medical university in
existing facilitics that will require a minimum of change. Under this
plan, leased space will be utilized for administrative and faculty
offices, the Armed Forces. Institute of Pathology for student teaching,
the Armed Forces Radiobiologic Institute for laboratory space and
the National Library of Medicine would be used for an audio-visual
and computer center. The remodelled space would be continued in
use for graduate and continuing medical education. With these
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facilities, a class of 36 students could be admitted in September
1975 with minimal remodelling. The student input is projected io
be 50, 75, 90 and 105 in 1976, 1977, 1978 and 1979, respectively.

Although a start may be made with these facilities, the personnel
of the University firmly believe that these facilities should only be
used for a short time, since the limited space and marked fragmenta-
tion of students and faculty from classes and laboratories would not
be conducive to academic growth and morale.

The Surge Facility will be the basic science building and will be
an integral part of the permanent University. The long term use of
the Surge Facility will probably be for laboratories and/or classrooms.
Its interior will he flekible to permit changes at a later date cither
for expansion or conversion at a very low cost.

Since this appears to be a logical first step in the development of
the University, the committee authorized $15 million under the
Navy title, Title II, for the Surge Facility.

TripENT CoMMUNITY TMPACT

Section 608, added to the bill by the committee, to authorize the
Secretary of Defense, under certain conditions, to assist communities
located near the Trident Support Site in Washington State in meeting
the costs of providing increased munpicipal services and facilities to
their residents. Such authority would be conditioned on the Secre-
tary’s determination that (1) the undertaking of the Trident project
has directly caused an immediate and substential increase in the need
for such services and facilities, and (2) that such increased need will
impose an unfair and excessive financial burden on the communities
involved.

Trident is a high priority National Defense program. The people
of Kitsap County have traditionally been highly supportive of the
Defense requirement of this nature, which is evident from the out-
standing record of the Puget Sound Naval Shipyard. The local popula-
tion indicates readiness to accept the burden resulting from the Tri-
derit base insofar as they are able to do so. The people, however, are
unable to shoulder all the costs of supporting the new base. '

Public facilities and adequate control of this rapid growth are major
concerns to state and community leaders. The local tax base is not
considered adequate to provide the public facilities required. Federal
assistance will be needed in the State to meet this challenge success-
fully. At present it is: very uncertain if Federal grant programs can
assist on a coherent program basis.

For example: the Cdunty school system will grow by approximately
7000 students. This translates into a facility requirement for class-
rooms amounting to $32 million in 1974 dollars. It is not reasonable to
assume that such extraordinary expenses should be shouldered by the
County residents. On the other hand, the future of Federal legislation
over the Trident build-up time frame to provide school assistance in
Federally affected areas is uncertain.

Manpower retraining and Community Development programs ave
now being examined by the Congress for re-drientation towards reve-
nue sharing or block grants as opposed to categorical grants. Revenue
sharing or block grants would be distributed to state or area by for-
mula designed to meet normal requirements. The responsiveness to a
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major federal impact (such as Trident) in a specific area for exceeding
the normal is very uncertain.

This committee will look to the Committee on Appropriations to
carefully monitor such funds as may be made available for this purpose
as they have done in the Safeguard program.

Vartovs ProTecTIVE FACILITIES

The Air Force program contains $62 million as the first increment of
a new multi year program to improve air base hardening in Furope for
additional USAF aircraft that are scheduled for deployment under
certain operational and training situations.

The committee is cognizant of the fact that the recent Mid Iast
conflict highlights the continuing need for aircraft sheltering and other
passive defense measures. The high return potentially associated with
investments in passive defense, when used in conjunction with active
air base defense, justifies a program to provide a significant increase in
survivability of our tactical weapons systems from conventional
weapons delivered in an enemy attack. ‘

The committee notes that the Air Force has supported Congres-
sional desires to minimize prefinancing facility construction in Europe
except in special cases where review reveals an operationally urgent
occupancy need cannot be met or when the project is currently
ineligible for NATO infrastructure financing. Even though this project
is prefinanced, its development is on the basis that the costs will be
recouped from NATO infrastructure funds to the maximum extent

ossible.
P While the committee believes this request for fiscal year 1975 is
fully justified, it will review most carefully any furthoer requests under
this program. -

Anarysis oF ConstrRucTioN CoNTRACTS AWARDED BY COMPETITIVE
Bips AND BY NEGOTIATION

Tn accordance with statutory requirements contained in the annual
Military Construction Authorization Acts, the Military Departments
submit semi-annual reports to the Congress indicating those construc-
tion contracts which were awarded on other than a competitive basis
to the lowest responsible bidder Policy guidance to the Military
Departments for submission of these reports was first issued in
November 1960.

New policy guidance for preparation of these reports was issued in
October 1967 due to certain departures from the original having been
noted in reviews. The new guidance established uniform methods for
reporting change orders, required all contracts which were not form-
ally advertised to be reported, and required a breakout to be provided
of those contracts which, although not formally advertised, involved
the solicitation of competitive price proposals.

In 1969, following advice received by the GAO that the Depart-
ments had not included contracts in Southeast Asia and Germany in
the 'Y 1968 reports, although detailed information had been provided
on these awards to the Congress in other reports, new instructions
were again issued. New reports include all negotiated military con-
struction contracts.

2

S.R. 1136
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The Military Construction Authorization Act, 1973, Section 704,
changed the reporting requirement to Congress from semiannually
to annually to reduce time and cost for preparation and review.

FISCAL YEAR 1573 AWARDS BY COMPETITIVE BIDDING AND BY NEGOTIATION

[Doltar amounts in millions]

Army Navy Air Force ‘DoD

‘Amount Percent Amount Percent Amount Percent Amount Percent

FISCAL YEAR 1973
Total amount awarded $728.8 100.0  $436.1 100.0  $250.2 100.0 $1,415.3 100.0

Awarded by competitive
bidding____________... . 669. 4 91.9 413.0
Awarded by negotiation...__. 59.4 8.1 23.1

9.6

[ g

FOR COMPARISON, FISCAL
YEAR 1973 FIGURES

Total amount awarded 662.3 100.0 623.1 100.0 217.2 100.0 1,502.6 100.0

Awarded by competitive

bidding__________ .. ... .. 450.7 £9.4 497.4 79.8 211.0 97.1 1,168.1 77.7
Awarded by negotiation_..___ 202.6 30.6 125.7 20.2 6.2 2.9 334.5 2.6
Note® The ?ercentage of negotiated contracts declined markedly in fiscal year 1973 from fiscal year 1972 levels. The

fiscal year 1972 negotiated awards had been affected by two unique situations: (1) large negotiated awards and centract
modifications for safeguard construction at Malmstrom, Ment., by the Army, and (2) final medifications_by the Navy to
the CPAF cantract in the Republic of Vietnam.

Rean Esrare AcquisiTions

There is set forth below a listing of the real estate acquisitions
authorized in the Fiscal Year 1975 construction program:

[Dollar amounts in thousands]

Fee interest Lesser interest Total
Military department Estimated Estimated Estimated
and location Acres cost Acres cost Acres cost
Army: Fort Carson, Colo...____..__._ 22,000 $7,292
Navy: T o
Naval security group activity,
Sabana Seca, PR ___...______ 1,000 1800
Naval Research Laboratory, Wash-
ington, D.C_______.________ .. 198 205
Naval station, Roosevelt Roads,
PR . 6 153
Naval hospital, San Diego, Calif___ 103 3,843
Naval air station, Meridian, Miss__ 470 626
Total o 1,777 5,627
Air Force: o o
Eglin AFB, Fla.__.__.______._._. 4 2382
246 333
Scott AFB, I . 92 341
Total L 342 1,056
Recapitulation: T ) )
22,000 7,292
1,777 5,627
342 1,056

24,119 13,793 2,816 182 26,935 13, 975

1 Authorization only.
2 Restrictive easement.
¥ Authorization only for land exchange. Includes $106,000 funding for resettlement (Public Law 91-646).
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TITLE I—ARMY

The Army request under Title I of the bill amounted to $696,815,000.
The Committee, after carcful review and consideration of the Army
request, approved the following program: ' ‘

Committee

Army request approved

Inside the United States_ .o $957, 064,000  $514, 187, 000
Qutside the United States . . oo oo oo e mim e meee 139,751,000 130,024, 000
Total.__._.__ i e mee-mmmmmeemeesemmmateemmcas-samoeemme—e 696, 815,000 644, 211, 000
Deficiency authorization. . 10,127,00 8,853,000
EmErgency GonStUCION. oo . oo e o oedaimmmmteem e mam e 10, 006, 000 10, 000, 000

The committec notes that the Army is continuing a well planned
program to improve its personnel support. Once again, as i fiscal
years 1973 and 1974, the Army’s program is heavily weighted toward
soldier oriented projects. Exclusive of NATO Infrastructure, ap-
proximately 67 percent of the construction dollars arc for bachelor
housing, medical facilities and community support facilities.

The Army is also maintaining its effort in combating pollution. The
fiscal year 1975 MCA program shows a 21 percent increase over that
approved in fiscal year 1974 for pollution abatement projects. This
year’s program responds both to earlier requirements now techno-
logically achievable and to new requirements generated by increasingly
more stringent standards, in particular the Water Pollution Control
Act Amendments of 1972, ’

Other projects submitted by Army will improve its operational
capability. df special significance is & nearly threc fold increase in
funds requested to construct maintenance facilities, an item directly
related to the Army’s readiness posture.

The following tables summarize the authorization request by Major
Command and by facility class and the authorization provided by

the committee.
{In thousands of dollars]

Committee
Army request approved
Major command summary:
U.S. Army Forces Command.. . oo 209, 494,000 201, 108, 000
U.S. Army Training and Doctrine Command._._.._.._. _. 185,205,000 175,973,000
U.S. Army Military District of Washington_...__.__... R - 2, 497, 000 2, 497, 000
U.S. Army Materiel Command__.____._. 44,972,000 42,712,000
U.S. Army Communications Command , 373, 9, 530, 000

U.S. Military Academy.......o... 9, 720, 600 8, 862, 000
U.S. Army Health Services Com 25,046,000 20,259, 000
Corps of Engineers____ 2, 515,000 2, 514, 008

Military Traffic Manage 4, 550, 000

U.S. Army, Maska.. o oo oooaen 15, 726, 000 5,765, 000

U.S. Army, Hawaii........ - 16,529,000 16, 529, 000

Air pollution abatement facilities, various locations... ___ 1, 356, 000 1, 356,

Water pollution abatement facilities, various locations. 16, 358, 000 16, 358, 000

Dining facilities modernization, various locations._ ..o coc oo eoomocociaaaaon 10,723,000 10,723,000
Subtotal, inside the United States_ .« ocammocoomo e 557, 064,000 514, 187,000
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[in thousands of dollars]

Committee

Army request approved

U.S. Army Forces, Southern Command e 4,138, 000 557,000
LS. Army, Pacific...__.______ e am 5, 139, 000 5,139,000
PuertoRico____..__ .. R 1,862, 000 1,862, 000

Kwajalein Missile Rangi

U.S. Army Security Agenc 148, 000 148,000

U.S. Army Communications Comma 532, 000 532,000
U.S. Army, Europe:
GO MANY . L o e e mme 33,532,000 32, 355,000
HlY e e e 4,159, 000 4,159, 000
NATO infrastructure . e 88,000,000 84, 000, 000
Subtotal, outside the United States. ... ... e aaas 139,751,000 130, 024, 000
T0al L e e 696, 815,000 644, 211, 000
Facility classes summary:
Operationat and training facilities. o oo oo aee 40,527,000 39, 350, 000
Maintenance and production facilities. ... ... . oo e.__ 45,021,000 43,414,000
Research, development, test, and evaluation facilities. 17,364,000 17, 384,000
Supply faCilties ee o - 22, 841, 000 22, 841, 000
Hospital and medical facilities e e teeemenn 87,196, 000 80, 176, 000
Administrative facifities_ .. _____ . eeeo. _ 18,726,000 14,296, 000
Housing and community faci . 325,828,000 297,292,000
Housing_._._..___ _ (250, 683, 000) (272, 430, 000)

Community faciliti R
Utilities and ground improvem
Air pollution abatement. .
Water poitution abatement.

(35,145, 000) (24, 862, 000)
26,306,000 20,472, 000

Real estate...__._.....__. T 7,292,000 7,292 000
NATO infrastructure . e 88,000,000 84,000, 000

L ST S §96, 815,000 644, 211, 000

U.S. Army Forcrs Commannd

Approval is granted for new authorization in the amount of
$201,108,000 to provide 35 projects at eight U.S. Army TForces
Command installations. Major projects in the approved program
are barracks complexes at Fort Carson, Fort Hood and Fort Stewart,
barracks at Fort Hood, barracks modernization at Fort Bragg,
IFort. Campbell, Fort Hood, Fort Lewis, Fort Stewart and Hunter
Army Airfield, support facilities for a barracks complex at Fort
Riley and company administrative and supply facilities at Hunter
Army Airfield. Approved medical facilities include an addition to
Irwin Army Hospital at Fort Riley and dental clinics at Forts Bragg,
Campbell, Hood and Riley. Also included are sircra{t maintenance
hangars at Fort Bragg, rotary wing parking aprons and rotary wing
hangars and hangar addition at Fort Carson, tactical equipment
shops and facilities at Fort ITood, and Fort Stewart entrance roads
at Fort Hood and Fort Brage. Other projects approved are a confine-
ment facility at Fort Hood, a fire station at Fort Riley, alteration of
administrative facilities for the Health Services Command at Fort
Sam Houston, water storage tanks at Fort Stewart and Hunter
Army Airfield, storm drainage improvements at Fort Sam Houston,
unprovement to the post water system at Fort Riley, modification
of the clectrical system at Fort Bragg and extension of utilities at
Kort Carson.

Recognizing the need to expand Fort Carson to adequately and
cconomically train the Division stationed at Fort Carson, the Com-
mittee approves the authorization of $7,292,000 for acquisition of
additional real estate; however, this authorization is limited to
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the acquisition of real estate adjacent to the eastern boundary
of Fort Carson, presently referred to by the Army as “Phase I11” or
“Parcel B.” ‘ .

The committee deferred the Enlistedmen’s Scrvice Club at Tort
Bragg and the barracks modernization at Fort Devens as low priority
projects. The senior bachelor enlisted quarters at Fort Riley was not
approved as this was a change in the previous concept of housing
senior enlisted personnel with lower grade enlisted personnel. It was
felt that other structures at Hunter Army Airficld could be used for
a parachute packing and drying facility and a tactical cquipment
shop; consequently these projects were deferred.

U.S. Army TrRAINING AND D ocTRINE COMMAND

The committee approves $175,973,000 for 45 projects at 17 U.S.
Army Training and Doctrine Command installations. Significant
among the approved projects are barracks complexes at Forts Benning,
Gordon, Jackson, and MecClellan, barracks at Forts Rucker and
Leonard Wood and barracks modernization at Forts Benning, Bliss,
Eustis, Lee, Rucker and Sill. The Committece approves medical
facilities to provide an addition to the hospital at Fort Leavenworth,
a medical/dental clinic for the Presidio of Monterey and dental clinics
for Forts Benning, Jackson, Sill and Leonard Wood. Also approved
are tactical equipment shops and facilities at Forts Bliss, Ord, Polk,
and Sill, alteration and construction of training facilities at Fort Bliss,
academic facilities at Fort Gordon, the Presidio of Monterey and Fort
MeClellan, facilities for basic combat training at Fort Sill battalion
headquarters/classrooms and company administrative/supply facilities
at Fort Polk, an administrative building at Fort Lee, an instrument
trainer building at Fort Rucker, aireraft parking aprons at Fort
Kustis, an aircraft supply building at Fort Belvoir, and a combat
flight control and operations building at Fort Sill. Other projects
approved are an electrical distribution system extension, a cooks and
bakers school and ammunition storage facilities at Fort Jackson, a
night vision laboratory at Fort Belvoir, a gunnery range at Fort Bliss,
a theater at Fort Sill, an electronics and electrical maintenance shop
and a printing plant addition at Fort Gordon, a central processing
system facility and an engineer developments building at IHunter
Liggett, a steam line at Fort Rucker, and an electrical system altera-
tion and addition at Fort Knox. ‘

The committee deferred the following projects since they were low
priority for reasons of economy:

Fort Lee—EM Service Club

Fort Eustis—EM barracks and dining facility

Fort Ord—Dental clinic

Fort Rucker—Dental clinic

In Addition the committee did not authorize the commissary at
Fort Bliss since it is the opinion of the committee that commissaries
should be constructed using surcharge funds derived from commissary
patrons. ‘
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£ 3
U.S. Army Miritary District oF WASHINGTON

The committee approved authorization of $2,497,000 for the U.S.
Army Band training facility at Fort Myer.

U.S. Arvy MaTERIEL COMMAND

The committee approves 21 projects at 16 Army Materiel Command
installations for a total cost of $42,712,000.

For the arsenals the committee approves an addition to the ex-
plosive laboratory at. Picatinny, and alteration for administrative
facilities at Rock Island, fire protection shop buildings, interior
clectrical distribution and a weapons quality test facility at Watervliet.
At the Army depots, the committee approves a vehicle maintenance
support facility at Anniston, a care and preservation facility at
Letterkenney, alterations to bulldlngs for Logistics Data Center at
Lexington-Blue Grass, addition and alferations to the depot operations
l)uﬂd]ng and seccurity fencing at Red River, an industrial plating
shop at Sacramento, a medical/dental clinic at Seneca, and a chapel
cenler at Sierra. The committee approves an ADP and communica-
tions center conversion and addition at Aberdeen Proving Grounds
and igloo magazines at Yuma Proving Grounds. Other projects
approved are ‘mobile optical sites, post chapel addition and range
power at the White Sands Missile Range, boiler house modernization
at the Army Materials and Mechanics Research Center, upgrade of
lichting at the Aeronautical Maintenance Center and a new hospital
at Redstone Arsenal.

The depot headquarters and administrative building at Anniston
Depot was not authorized for reasons of economy.

U.S. Army ComMmuNICATIONS CoMMAND (INSIDE THE UNITED STATES)

The committee authorizes $9,530,000 for the U.S. Army Communi-
cations Command. The authorization includes Phase I of the academic
building for the Intelligence School and a consolidated test support
facility at Fort Huachuea and electric ecquipment maintenance
storage, electric distribution reconfiguration and interior water supply
at Fort Ritchie.

A request for a commissary of Fort HHuachuca was deferred for
the same reason that the Fort Bliss commissary was not authorized,
i.e., the committee is of the opinion that commissaries should be paid .
for from surcharge funds. v

U.S. ArMY MiLiTARY ACADEMY

The committee approves new authcrization of $8,862,000 to provide
alteration of cadet barracks, a public comfort station, and an addition
to the gymnasium at the U.S. Army Military Academy.

While recognizing the need to improve and expand the West
Point gymnasium, the committee is of the opinion that needed
expansion can be accomplished at the level of funding authorized.
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U.S. Arvy HEALTH SERVICES COMMAND

New authorization of $20,259,000 is approved for the U.S. Army
Health Services Command. The authorization includes electrical =
power improvement at Fort Detrick and clectrical mechanical upgrade
for six hospitals at various locations in the United States.

The committee is of the opinion that the hospitals at Fort Bliss
and Devens which were recently completed can be safely deferred
without danger in loss of accreditation.

Corprs or ENGINEERS

Approval is granted for a laboratory. addition costing $2,515,000 at
the Cold Regions Rescarch and Engineering Laboratory.

MiLrrary TrAaFFIC MANAGEMENT AND TERMINAL SERVICE

The committee denied the disposal dikes project at Sunny Point
Military Ocean Terminal. The committee is of the opinion that the
construction of dikes to retain spoil from maintenance dredging should
properly be charged to maintenance funds.

U.S. Army, ALASKA

The committee approves five projects in Alaska amounting to
$5,765,000. The approval provides for a power distribution line at
Fort Greely, airfield paving and lighting and a dental clinic at Fort
Richardson, and a cold storage warchouse and dining facilities im-
provement at Fort Wainwright.

The committe felt that the Fort Wainwright barracks moderniza-
tion project could be deferred for reasons of economy. :

U.S. Army, Hawarr

For Hawaii, the committce approves four projects totaling
$16,529,000. At Schofield Barracks, the committee approves Phase I
of aviation facilities, barracks modernization and a transformer sub-
station. At Tripler General Hospital, a barracks modernization pro-
ject is approved.

‘ PorLuTioN ABATEMENT

In support of the national goal in reducing environmental pollution
the committec approves the Army request for $17,714,000 to provide
air and water pollution abatement facilities. Of this total $1,356,000
are for air pollution abatement projects and $16, 358,000 for water
pollution control projects. The total authorized is a 21 percent increase
over the amount requested and approved in F'Y 1974. This reflects the
first onset of requirements growing from the Federal Water Pollution
Control Act Amendments of 1972. As these requirements develop
further, even larger sums are anticipated for pollution abatement
efforts in future MCA programs.
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Dinivae FaciLiTies MODERNIZATION

(Inside the United States)

The committee approves $10,723,0C0 for modernization of dining
facilitics at ten installations at various locations in the United States.
This project is an important facet in the Army’s program to improve
overall Service life. Modernization of these outdated, neflicient dining
fac:hties will significantly increase the Army’s capability to provide
appealing wholesome meals so important to the soldiers well being.

U.S. Arny, SouTaERN COMMAND

The committec approves the Army request for two projects at
Corozal for a total of $557,000. The approved projects are air condi-
tioning of a finance office building and a commissary storage addition.

The barracks project at Fort Amador was deferrad due to questions
of its requirement. The air conditioning of an administrative building
project at Fort Clayton was deferred due to low priority and for
reasons of economy.

U.S. Army, Paciric

For Korea, the committee approves four projects totaling $5,139,000.
These are air conditioning for the Seoul Hospitul, barracks moderniza-
tion, new barracks and community facilities.

Puverto Rico

The committee approves an Armed Forces Examination and
Entrance Station costing $1,862,000 for Fort Buchanan in Puerto
Rico.

KwasaLein Missine RaNGE

Two projects are approved by the committee for the National
Missile Range for a total cost of $1,272,000. The approval provides
for additional instrumentation and technical support facilities, and
an incinerator/compactor.

The air conditioning for barracks and dining facilities project and
the electrical power addition on the island of Ennylabegan were
deferred due to low priority and for reasons of economy.

U.S. ARMY SECURITY AGENCY
(OvutsineE THE UNITED STATES)

One project at an ASA overseas location, for an electrical main-
tenance shop and warehouse, is approved for $148,000.

U.S. Army CommunicarioNs COMMAND
(OutsipeE THE UNITED STATES)

The committee approves the Army request for upgrading power

at Futema, Okinawa, an overseas communications site, at a cost
of $532,000.
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U.S. Army, EurorEs

The committee grants new authorization for U.S. Army, Europein
the amount of $120,514,000. Included are $34,000,000 for NATO
Infrastructure, $32,355,000 for various installations in Germany and
$4,159,000 for Camp Darby, Italy. Projects approved for installations
in Germany are missile operational facilities at Zweibriechen, a
vehicle maintenance facility at Nahbollenbach, maintenance facilities
at Wildflecken, maintenance hardstands at various locations, improve
ammunition storage at various locations, a radio relay site, and a
Defense satellite communications system facility. Other projects
approved for Germany are alterations to the 97th General Hospital
at” Frankfurt, barracks at Pruem Post, new dependent schools at
ITeidelburg, Ulm and Kitzingen and a commissary addition and
alteration at Kitzingen. The committee also approves a medical
clinic and improvement of ammunition storage facilities at Camp
Darby, Italy.

The committee is of the opinion that NATO Infrastructure require-
ments can be met within the funding level authorized. The upgrade of
operations facilities project at Pruem Post was deferred for reasons of
cconomy.

EmercEncy CONSTRUCTION AUTHORIZATION

As in previous years, the committee has approved authorization of
$10,000,000 to meet unforeseen situations occasioned by (a) unforeseen
security considerations, (b) new weapons development, (¢) new and
unforeseen research and development requirements, or (d) improved
production schedules. Each project to be accomplished under this
authority must meet strict criteria specified by the committee and
must be reported to the committee before the project can be started.

AMENDMENTS TO PREVIOUS AUTHORIZATIONS

The Army reported to the committee that it is unable to build a
confinement facility at Fort Sill, a barracks at Fort Myer, a barracks
modernization project for the Panama Area, industrial waste treat-
ment facilities at Cornhusker Army Amunition Plant or the separation
of the storm and sanitary sewer systems at Rock Island Arsenal
within authorization granted in previous years. Increases in con-
struction costs due to unexpected inflation growth and necessary
changes in the projects require a deficiency authorization of $6,284,000
for these five Army installations. In addition to the above defi-
ciencies, the Army also reported that it is unable to build three
projects in Germany within authorization granted in previous years.
"These are a barracks at Pruem Post, additions to dependent schools
and new dependent schools at various locations in Germany. Ex-
traordinary increasés in construction costs in Europe accompanied
by devaluations of the dollar have generated the need for a deficiency
authorization of $3,843,000 for these three projects in Germany.
The committee approves the Army deficiency request in the amount of
$8.853,000 for $5,010,000 at four installations and $3,843,000 in
Europe. The industrial waste treatment project at Cornhusker Army
Ammunition Plant was deferred for re-evaluation of its requirement.
The committee was at the opinion that an adequate confinement
facility at Fort Sill could be constructed within the funds authorized.
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TITLE II-—-NAVY
Inside the United States. . .. $512, 620, 000
Outside the United States - .. __________._________ 44, 434, 000
Totalo - o 557, 054, 000
Deficiency authorization . . _ . _____._______._ 20, 585, 000

SUMMARY oF ProgrAM

Nuvy witnesses testified that the Navy Program consisted only of
projects which will provide facilities for new missions, current mis-
sions, and the modernization of the Shore Establishment.

The Navy this year stressed in their military construction program
projects associated with strategic forces, an all-volunteer force, major
weapons systems, pollution abatement, and training facilities.

Under strategic forces 103 million 808 thousand dollars, or approxi-
mately 18 percent of this year’s program was requested for construc-
tion of the Trident Support Site.

Projects for an all-volunteer force were requested for support of
bachelor housing, community support facilities, medical facilities and
cold iron facilities. These projects constitute 36 percent of the program.

The Navy stated that projects which will directly support major
weapons systems, excluding Trident, are projects in support of the
Class 688 nuclear attack submarine, the P-3C anti-submarine warfare
patrol aircraft, the CAPTOR anti-submarine warfare system, the
A-6E and A-7E attack aircraft, the EA—6B electronic countermeasure
aircraft, the S-3A ASW aircraft, and the light airborne multipurpose
system (LAMPE). The request for projects to directly support major
weapons systems is only 1.5 percent or 8.7 million dollars. Other proj-
ects that will provide facilities for supporting deployed as well as new
deployments of weapons systems increase the major weapons systems
projects by $21.5 million. These projects will provide facilities for
supporting the A-6B electromagnetic countermeasure aircraft, the
A-7E attack aircraft, F-14 carrier based fighter sircraft, S-3A long
range ASW aircraft, the 637 long hull and 688 class nuclear attack
submarines, and the E-2C airborne ea-ly warning aircraft.

For pollution abatement, the Navy’s request was approximately 10
percent of its total program. This program continues in accordance
with the Clean Air Act and the 1972 amendments to the Water Pollu-
tion Control Act. Fifty-nine million dollars of this year’s program has
been allocated to abatement of air and water pollution.

For training facilities, the Navy requested 28.6 million dollars or 5
percent of this year’s program. There are 8 projects in this year’s
request to provide facilities for housing new operational and weapons
systems simulation trainers. :

The committee gave careful consideration to all projects and the
following table summarizes the authorization requested and approved
for each Naval District.
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PROGRAM SUMMARY (SEC. 201)
{In thousands of dollarsj

Navy reguest, .
fiscal gear Committee
19751

Naval district approved

Inside the United States:

1st Naval District. 7,001 22,175
3rd Naval District 6, 354 4,97F
4th Naval District - 9, 982 9, 987
Naval District, Washington, D.C. 28,909 43, 909
5th Naval District - 48, 848 41, 691
Bth Naval District_. 93,822 84, 262
8th Navai District- . , 338 3
9th Naval District_. 10, 164 1,953
11th Naval District_ 94, 817 79, 533
12th Naval District. 6, 847 5,
13th Naval District. - - 2114, 501 2114, 501
14th Naval District. oo oo oo e ammaee , 327 ,
MaliNG COTPS_ o oo me oot tm e e cec e accmm e memccmmmmmm e <mam 40, 810 36, 257
Various locations:
Pollution abatement—Air. 9, 849 9, 849
Pollution abatement—Water.._ 44, 251 44, 251
Total, inside the United States. ..o iiiiicieaaas 531, 820 512,620
Outside the United States:
30th Naval District. oo oo oot ecncmac v ccmanc e 5,159 5,159
15th Naval District.. - 800 800
Atlantic Ocean area. - 6, 059 6, 059
EUrOP@an rGa. ..o oe o ccam e cm e ccncs i mc e cevaaam e mmammm s moman e 2,070 2,070
Indian OCean area . . . e 0 14,802
Pacific OCRAN AMEA_ o oo et a e 16, 468 10, 447
Various locations: .
Pollution abatement—Air. . 1,059 1, 059
Poliution abatement—Water. . R 4,038 4,038
Total, outside the United States. ..o oaeommve i icimccccvaaaas 35,653 44,434
General SUPPOTt PrOZIAMS oo ot o e e ie i cia e e e mamammmmmmmamamn 567,473 557, 054
General appropriations reduction ... . oo e e ecmccemamamaan 0 0
Total, authorization for appropriations .o e 567,473 557, 054

1 Revised to reflect program change reguest of June 12, 1974,
2 Includes $103,808,000 for Trident facilities.

First Navar DisTricr

In the First Naval District, new authorization of $7,001,000 was
requested for seven projects. The projects requested were: a steam
and condensate lines addition at the Naval Air Station, Brunswick,
Maine to provide an adequate supply of steam to the underground
steam distribution system; a bachelor enlisted quarters modernization
at the Portsmouth Naval Shipyard, Kittery, Maine; a theater facility,
with stage and seating capacity of 150 for the Naval Security Group
Activity, Winter Harbor, Maine. The following four projects were
requested for the Naval Education and Training Center, Newport,
Rhode Island: Sims Hall alterations will convert space at the War
College to accommodate installation of war geming computer equip-
ment, an operational trainer facility at the Destroyer School wall
house & 1200 psi propulsion plant trainer to train personnel in the
operation and casualty contro{) of the 1200 psi steam system, a ware-
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house to accommodate units in the Newport area commands, and a
replacement public works administration building for the public
works department. At the Portsmouth Naval Shipyard, Kittery,
Maine, the committee added a steam plant improvements project
in the amount of $4,900,000. The additional 200 MBH beiler capacity
provided by this project is required to meet increased demands.
This boiler will be oil fired, but with the capability to be converted
to burn coal by a follow on project. For the Naval Underwater Systemns
Center, Newport, Rhode Island, the committee added three projects:
A weapons development project in the amount of 84,742,000 will pro-
vide a facility to develop and test new weapons end modify inservice
weapots. A ‘Technical Service Ship in the amount of $2,507,000 was
added to provide a facility to house machine tools for prototype
favout and fabrication of various weapons systems and components
of the weapons systems. This project will permit consolidation of
shops from 20 scattered, overcrowded, and [unctionally inadequate
quonsels and World War II structures. A Project Support Facility
iu the amount of $3,025,000 was added to provide storage space for
wenpons returned to the Naval Underwater Systems Center by the
fleet for development of modifications necessary to obtain improved
weapon system performance. Currently whole weapons must be stored
in overcrowded laboratories or out of doors during component testing
and development.
The mnew authority granted is $22,175,000.

Trmrp Navar Districr

'T'his program requested $6,354,000 for three projects at the Naval
Submarine Baso, New London, Connecticut.

A floating drydock mooring facility which has the required capacity
to dock the long hull 637 and 688 class nuclear submarines was
requested for the Naval Submarine Base.

A% the Submarine Medical Center, the bachalor enlisted quarters
nroject, designed for 137 men, will insure their immediate availability
wt both routine and emergency duties. The committee denied this
low-priority project in the amount of $1,383,000.

for the Naval Submarine Base (Marine Barracks), a bachelor
enlisted quarters project designed to accommodate 53 men will
replace an existing substandard structure.

The committee approved the amount of $4,971,000.

Fourrtn Navarn DisTricr

The program for the Fourth Naval District requested $9,982,000
for five projects at three naval installations in the States of New
Jersey and Pennsylvania.

At the Naval Air Test Facility, Lakehurst, New Jersey, an industrial
building modernization project will provide industrial spaces for the
manufacture of prototype equipment in support of research and
development programs on catapults, arresting gear, ground support
equipment and visual landing aids. The engineering building to
house 730 professional, techmnical and clerical personnel, and the
electrical distribution lines project will provide sufficient electrical
power to service new building construction and building conversions.
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The projects at Lakehurst are required as a result of the Shore Estab-
lishment Realignment Program which transferred 1,400 military
positions out of Lakehurst and 1,300 civilian positions from Naval
Air Engineering Center, Philadelphia, into Lakehurst.

At the Navy Ships Parts Control Center the project provides for
conversion of warehouse facilities to administrative space. The space
is required to accommodate personnel being relocated from the Navy
Electronies Supply Office, Great Lakes, Illinois.

At the Naval Hospital, Philadelphia, a project to provide fire sprin-
kler protection and proper exits for hospital buildings was requested.

The committee approved the amount requested of $9,982,000.

Navar Digrricr, Wasuineron, D.C.

The program requested $28,909,000 for ten projects at four Naval
installations in the District of Columbia and the State of Maryland.

For the installation, Commandant, Naval District, Washington,
D.C., a building rehabilitation project was requested to provide a
facility for the support of the White ITouse Communications Agency.

At the Naval Rescarch Laboratory; the requirement was for an air
conditioning plant (4th increment) to increase the capacity of the
central chilled water plant and the acquisition of land for a buffer
zone around the laboratory’s Maryland Point Observatory.

At the Naval Academy, there were two projects requested: the
replacement of a damaged bulkhead which is used for maintaining
small craft assigned to the Naval Academy, the Luce Hall addition and
modernization project which will rehabilitate existing academic
facilities and construct simulated training facilities for instruction in
Naval command and management. '

At the National Naval Medical Center there are five projects: a
public works shop is required to insure a capability for maintenance,
operation, plant engineering, management and servicing of the com-
plex, modern facility being developed; a tower fire protection system
with sprinklers, alarms and smoke proofing; a medical warchouse to
replace the 12 existing buildings which are scattered through the
Center; modernization of the parking, utilitics at the Center and the
road system to complement the overall modernization pregram for
the Center. ;

The committee added $15,000,000 for this district for the first
phase of the Uniformed Services University of the Health Sciences.
This project, which is included under the Navy program, will provide
a basic science building that will be an integral part of the University
used for educating medical students of all the armed services. This
first phase is needed this year to provide space needed for enrolling
sufficient students to be able to graduate a minimum of 100 medical
students by 1982.

The new authority granted for the Nawval District Washington
is $43,909,000. _

Frrra Navan DisTtricT

For the Fifth Naval District, this program requested $48,848,000
for twenty-five projects at twelve installations. o

For the Naval Regional Medical Center, Camp Lejeune, North
Carolina, a central air conditioning system project was requested for
the dispensary and dental clinic.

Approved For Release 2005/06/09 : CIA-RDP75B00380R000700050001-3



Approved For Release 2005/06/09 : CIA-RDP75B00380R000700050001-3
22

A liquid oxygen and nitrogen facility project for the Naval Air
Rework Facility, Cherry Point, will provide an adequate cryogenics
equipment overhaul and liquid gas facility.

T'wo projects were requested at the Fleet Combat Direction Systems
Training Center, Atlantic. The tactical support center training building
will provide facilities to support courses designed to train personnel
to operate and maintain an operational tactical support center and a
heating plant expansion project will provide steam generating capa-
bility to accommodate additional facilities.

At the Naval Amphibious Base, Little Creek, Virginia, there was
a request for a dredging project which will widen the entrance channel
to Lattle Creek from 400 feet to 600 feet and remove a small point of
land between Fishermans Cove and Little Creek Chanuel which
causes serious navigational problems for the newer and longer am-
phibious ships. A command and control and administration building
was requested to house command center, communications, operations,
management and administrative functions. The Navy advised the
committee that as a result of the Chief of Naval Operations plan
announced on May 24, 1974 to consolidate fleet commands on July 1,
1975 the need for this project which would have provided space for
relocating the Commander Amphibious Forces Atlantic, (COM
PHIBLANT) Staff outside an arca of high intensity aircraft noise
from the Norfolk Municipal airport was changed. The locating of the
Naval Surfaces Atlantic Headquarters in the CINCLANTFLT
compound eliminated the need for the building for that particular
group of people. A requirement remains to relocate from this area of
high intensity noise subordinate amphibious elements of the new Sur-
face Forces Atlantic Organization that will remain at the Naval
Amphibious Base, Little Creeck. The Navy advises that after the
COMPHIBLANT staff move an administrative space deficiency of
116,000 sq. ft. will exist. Although a significant deficiency remains in
administrative space, the committee believes the new requirement
loes not meet the urgency criteria for authorizing the project this year.
Therefore, the committee denied this $£,030,000 project.

"The emergency electrical generator project at the Atlantic Command
Operations Control Center was requested to assure electric power
during time of commercial power failure.

At the Naval Air Station, Norfolk, five projects were requested
including a helicopter landing strip project that will correct critical
deficiencies in air and ground capability now creating safety hazards
and operational diffliculties at the existing heliport, a aelicopter parking
apron (heliport) project which will replace parking facilities which are
remots from the hangars and inadequate in number thus causing a
loss of efficiency in operating and maintenance functions, a control
tower (heliport) to provide a capability to serve the expected expansion
of helicopters assigned to the Naval Air Station in connections with
the Shore Establishment Realignment program, and an operational
flight trainer facility to provide officer and enlisted aviation personnel
specialized instruction and familiarization in the opseration of the
newly introduced E-2C aircraft and related systeras, and an AUW
complex security improvements project to provide light weight
torpedo maintenance, test and storage for flest activities.
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Three projects were requested for the Naval Station, Norfolk, A
dredging project will increase the depth below mean low water to
accommodate the deeper draft of Navy ships that will be using these
facilities, a bachelor enlisted quarters will accommodate 504 men, a
pier utilities project will provide utility services from shore facilities
to ships in port so that ships may assume a cold iron condition. The
committee denied the low priority bachelor enlisted quarters project
in the amount of $3,284,000.

At the Naval Supply Center, Norfolk, the POL pipeline project
will provide for the interconnection of the Craney Island fuel depot
diesel dual marine/JP5 storage tankage with the smaller tankage at the
destroyer-submarine piers, Naval Station, and the Naval Air Station.
The project also provides for the installation of sludge piping between
the Naval Station and Craney Island. These improvements should
result in the avoidance of costs that will equate to a payback period
of 7 years.

Af the Naval Air Station, Oceana two projects were requested. A
weapons system training facility which will provide training of pilots
and flight officers in the operation of the AGE weapons system, and a
utilities project which will expand the station utility systems.

Tor the Norfolk Regional Medical Center, three projects were
requested. At the Naval Station, Norfolk a dispensary facility was
requested to replace two existing dispensaries at the Naval Air Station
and Naval Operating Base; at the Naval Air Station, Oceana, a
dispensary/dental clinic facility was requested to replace an undersized
and functionally obsolete facility; and at the Norfolk Naval Regional
Medical Conter (Naval Hospital) a project was requested for moderni-
zation and updating of substandard utility systems and demolition
of excess structures. .

For the Norfolk Naval Shipyard, Portsmouth, there are two proj-
ects. The drydock 4 modernization (1st increment) project provides
complete pumpwell modernization and upgrades utilities and the
bachelor enlisted quarters modernization (Marine Barracks) project

- will provide barracks for 106 men. :

At the Naval Weapons Station, Yorktown, two projects were
requested. The CAPTOR weapons system facilities project will alter
an existing facility to house the CAPTOR weapons system and
provide storage space, and the physical security alterations project
will correct security features at the station. The CAPTOR weapons
system facilities project in the amount of 1,843,000 was deferred to a
future program to coincide with the authorization of production for
this weapon system.

The committee approved new authority in the amount of
$41,691,000.

SixtH Navar DisTRICT

This program requested $93,822,000 for thirty-seven projects at
sixteen Naval installations.

At the Naval Air Station, Cecil Field, Florida, the aircraft systems
training building addition project was requested to provide space
for an additional A—7E training device. An aircraft maintenance
hangar, at the Naval Air Station, Cecil Ticld, was requested to support
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the 60 additional carrier based ASW aircraft newly assigned to the
Air Station, and a petty officers’ mess with adequate facilities was
requested for a projected 3,002 petty officers, The aircraft maintenance
hangar project in the amount of $5,359,000 was deferred without
prejudice to a future program.

For the Naval Air Station, Jacksonville, Florida two projects were
requested. A radar facilities project will replace an existing unrelisable,
26 year old search radar equipment and upgrade the radar air traffic
control facility, and a magazine area fencing project will provide ade-
quate security to the station’s magazines.

At the Naval Regional h«I(}dicafCenter, Jacksonville three projects
were requested. The hospital modernization project will provide
{ire protection and other utility systems to support the Naval Hospital.
The dispensary and dental clinic project at the Naval Air Station
Cecil Field will provide necessary medical and dental care to suthor-
ized personnel in the Cecil Field area of Jacksonville. At the Naval
Station, Mayport, a dispensary and dental clinic project will provide
a facility to serve the need of the 63,732 eligible beneficiaries. This
$4,996,000 project was deferred without prejudice to a future program.

For the Naval Station, Mayport, IMlorida, there were two projects
requested. A new helicopter maintenance hangar project was requested
to provide maintenance facilities for a squadron of light airborne
multi-purpose system._ helicopters being assigned under a new base
mission. At the Fleet Training Center, an operations training building
project was requested to provide essential training capabilities in
anti-submarine warfare.

For the Naval Training Center, Orlando, Florida two projects
were requested for the Service Schcol Command: a nuclear power
training building project to accommodate the relocation of the Mars
Island school and complete consolidetion of nuclear power training
facilities, and a bachelor enlisted quarters project designed to accom-
modate 780 men.

At the Naval Air Station, Pensacola, Florida there were six projects
requested: a general warehouse project to replace a deterlorated,
structurally unsound warehouse of wooden construction, converted
from a seaplane hangar; a petty officers mess to replace an inadequate
facility for eligible personnel in the Pensacola area; the third increment
of the entrance and arterial roads project to widen from two lanes to
4 lanes approximately 5.5 miles of existing roads; the aircraft cleaning
and disassembly facility will consolidate the several preparatory
operations of major aircraft rework into one modern and efficient
facility; a runway restoration project at two outlying fields; and a
consolidated public works center to house maintenance shop/admin-
Istration/storage functions.

For the Naval Technical Training Center, Pensacola, the projects
requested were a bachelor enlisted quarters project to accommodate
472 men, and a gymnasium complex to support the physical fitness
and recreation of personnel assigned to this activity.

At the Naval Air Station, Whiting Field, Florida there were two
projects requested. An air maintenance training building project
will accommodate the relocation of helicopter training from the
Naval Air Station Ellyson to the Naval Air Station Whiting, and
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an aviation warehouse project will consolidate - widely scattered
supply functions and will replace an existing deteriorated structure.

At the Naval Air Station, Meridian, Mississippi, three projects
were requested. The target range facility project will provide facilities
for the recently assumed mission of advance pilot training; the
CPO/EM club improvements project will provide additional space
needed to support increased population of the new Naval Technical
Training Center and the land acquisition project will acquire in fee
470 acres for a target range.

At the Naval Hospital, Beaufort, South Caroling a hospital modern-
ization project was requested to provide central air conditioning
and the replacement of steam distribution and condensate return
iping.

: }At the Charleston Naval Shipyard, the Cosgrove Avenue extension
project will provide ready access and egress to the local community
street system and interstate highways.

For the Naval Station, Charleston, South Carolina four projects
were requested: the berthing pier project will provide space needed
to permit homeported ships to moor at a pier during inport periods;
the dental clinic will increcase the capability to care for the 3,485
eligible beneficiaries assigned to the area, the berthing pier utilities
will provide cold iron utility scrvices for an increase of homeported
ships from 44 to 63 by F'Y 1978, and the bachelor enlisted quarters
with mess project at the Marine Barracks will provide modern
berthing and dining facilities for the 142 man Marine Guard force.

The Naval Supply Center, Charleston, South Carolina requires a
fuel pier that meets Coast Guard pollution requirements and permits
consolidation of tanker and barge operations. The conversion of pier
K to a fuel pier project was requested to accomplish this requirement.

At the Naval Weapons Station, Charleston, South Carolina, three
‘projects were requested: the berthing utilities projects will provide
shore utilities for assigned ammunition vessels; the electrical distribu-
tion system project will provide an alternate and reliable power
source to FBM submarines; and the security fencing improvements
project will increase the physical security at the Polaris Missile
Facility, Atlantic.

At the Naval Air Station, Memphis, Tennessee, a dispensary and
dental clinic projoct was requested to replace World War II wood
frame facilities which are substandard in all respects.

At the Naval Hospital, Memphis, Tennessee, a hospital improve-
ments-electrical project was requested to modernize the electrical
system to meet standard of the National Tire Protection Association
and provide new clements in the clectrical systems to provide .?-,a.fe
use of the modern and essential electro-medical appliances required
to support and preserve patient life. '

At the Naval Coastal Systems Laboratory, Panama City, Florida,
the committee added a helicopter/test craft support facility project
in the amount of $795,000. This facility is a valid Navy requirement,
which the Navy states is needed to upgrade the jet fuel storage and
dispensing system scrving helicopters and special test craft, such as
amphibious landing craft tested and developed at Panama City.
Safety hazards inherent in the present make-shift fueling system will
be eliminated by the project.

The new authority granted is $84,262,000.

8.R. 1186—4
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Eigutn Navan DistricT

With respect to the Eighth Naval District, this program requested
$6,338,000 for four projects at three Naval installations.

At the Naval Support Activity, New Orleans, Louisiana, two
projects were requested: the bachelor officers’ cuarters with mess
project will be designed to accommodate 99 officers, and the steam
plant and electrical improvements project will replace six boilers
and provide improvements to the electrical distribution system.

At the Naval Air Station, Corpus Christi, Texas a boiler replace-
ment project was requested to replace inefficient and deteriorated
steam_generating equipment. The project cost is $1,830,000. The
committee recognizes the need for a replacement boiler, but does
not believe the need is of such urgency that this project cannot be
deferred for a vear.

At the Naval Air station, Kingsville, Texas a runway restoration
project was requested to restore runways 1-19 and 13-31 at outlying
landing field, Orange Grove. These runways are required for training
of Nuval aviators in T2-C basic jet and TA—4 advanced jet aireraft.

The committee approved new authority in the amount of $4,508,000.

NintH Navarn DIsTRICT

For the Ninth Naval District, this program originally requosted
$12,632,000 for four projects at the Naval Training Center, Great
Liakes, Illinois. This was modified by the Navy's program change
request of June 12, 1974 to $10,164,000 for 3 prcjects at the Naval
Training Center.

At the Administrative Command, the Chief Petty officers’ mess
project was requested to replace a World War IT facility and will
be designed to accommodate 1,337 men. This low priority project
in the amount of $1,286,000 was denied.

At the Service School Command, the Engineman’s school will
provide a new applied instruction building needed for newly assioned
gas turbine engme training; the bachelor enlisted quarters project
will be designed to accommodate 300 men; and at the Naval Hospital
Corps School, the bachelor enlisted quarters project was requested
to accommodate 1,147 personnel (both male and female). The last
project was withdrawn by the Navy because a change in training
requirements for hospital corpsmen reduced the need for bachelor
enlisted quarters spaces at this center.

The committoe also denied the low priority FEnginemen’s school
project in the amount of $6,925,000.

The new authority granted is $1,953,000.

ErevenTte Navan DistricT

For the Eleventh Naval District, this program requested $94,817,000
for thirty-four projects at eleven Naval installations.

At the Naval Regional Medical Center, Carap Pendleton, the
hospital support facilities project will provide a medical warehouse
building, public works and automotive maintenance shops, and an
ambulance garage. This project in the amount of $2,402,000 was de-
ferred without prejudice to a future program.
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In the Del Mar area, the dispensary alteration and addition project
will provide critically needed space for expanding clinical services to
Marines assigned to schools battalion, Amphibious Tractor Battalion,
Shore Party Battalion, various other components and students.

At the KEdson Range area, a dispensary and dental clinic project
was requested. to provide services to Marine Corps Recruits under-
going weapons training during their recruit training period.

At the Headquarters area a dispensary was requested to provide
general and specialized clinical services for active duty personnel,
dependents of active duty personnel and other authorized personnel.

In the Las Pulgas area, a dispensary and dental clinic project was
requested to serve the Navy and Marine personnel in the area.

In the San Mateo area s dispensary and dental clinic was requested
and in the San Onofre area a dental clinic was requested to serve the
4,400 personnel using this facility.

At the Naval Weapons Center, China Lake, three projects were
requested: a laser systems research and development laboratory
project to provide a facility for development of laser weapons systoms;
a dispensary and dental clinic to replace a wood frame structure which
was constructed in 1945; and a Potty Officers and EM Club to provide
recreational service club for enlisted personnel, grades E2-ES6.

At the Long Beach Naval Shipyard, the first increment of the
Pier E conversion project was requested as a part of the shipyard
modernization program to upgrade a berthing pier to full industrial
capability with necessary utilities in order for ships berthed at Pier
E to go “Cold Iron” during overhaul. '

At the Naval Air Station, Miramar four projects were requested:
the operational training buildings project will provide space for five
new simulation type operational trainers. No facilities exist at the
Air Station which can be used to house the new trainers. The aircraft
maintenance hangar project will support the E2B squadrons eonsisting
of one training squadron and six deployable squadrons. The hangar
improvements (utilities) project will provide built in cooling air and
increased 400 hertz electrical power for two I-14 aircraft maintenance
hangars, and the electrical distribution system project will provide
the Iacilities and equipment for planned load increases and provide
cathodic protection for fuel line and utility systems.

At the Naval Air Station, North Island seven projects were re-
quested: an aircraft parking apron project will replace a deteriorated
parking apron for supporting the new S-3A aircraft; the operational
training building project will extend the present S-3 training building
to accommodate the three additional trainers that are being delivered
in mid-calendar 1976; the aircraft maintenance hangar project will
provide space for the S-2 and S-3 fixed wing ASW aircraft; the hangar
additions and alterations project will build an addition to an existing
hangar and modify existing shops and office spaces for eight Fleet
helicopter squadrons; the intermediate maintenance airframes shop
project was requested for the repair and maintenance of tires and
wheels, ejection seats, hydraulic, pneumatic, fiberglass and plastics,
and structural members of the aircraft; the special weapons security
improvements project will improve the security measures at the
station’s advanced underscas weapons area; at the Naval Air Rework
Facility, the engine parts coating facility will provide a facility to
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apply ceramic coating to jet engine cold section components which
will improve engine life and flight safety characteristics.

At the Naval Construction Battalion Center, Port Hueneme, the
dental clinic replacement project was requested to provide a dental
facility for military commands at the Naval Construction Battalion
Center, Naval Missile Center, Point Mugu, and other authorized
personnel of Ventura/Santa Barbara and Los Angeles County areas.

At the Naval Electronics Laboratory Center, San Diego, the second
increment of the electronics development and testing laboratory
project was requested to provide an engineering support wing with
a roof structure designed for installation of real or mockup radio
Irequency equipment.

For the Naval Regional Medical Clenter, San Diego, four projects
were requested at the Naval Dental Clenter, a dertal ¢linic and school
project will provide adequate dental services to suthorized personnel,
and provide training for Navy dental technicians; a dispensary addi-
tion and alterations project at the Naval Air Station, Miramar will
provide a modern health care center adequate 10 serve the eligible
patient population of rapidly growing North San Diego; the dispensary
and dental clinic project at the Naval Training Center will provide
medical and dental care for 19,850 active duty personnel including
9,484 recruits; the land acquisition project (Murphy Canyon) will
acquire approximately 103 acres of land for future construction of a
new Naval hospital complex.

At the Naval Training Center, San Diego, tke bachelor enlisted
quarters (Service School Command) project was requested to ac-
commodate 1,296 men in grades K2-F4.

There were two projects requested for the Navy Submarine Support
Facility, San Diego, California. The Berthing Pier Project will provide
space for two submarine tenders and submarines, and for an Auxiliary
Repair Dry Dock used for minor repairs to the attack submarines;
and the Floating Dry Dock Mooring Facility Project will provide
moorings in this area.

Three projects were requested for the Naval Weapons Station,
Seal Beach, California. The Bachelor Enlisted Quarters with Mess
project, will accommodate 90 men in grades E2 through E9: the
Storage Security Improvements Project will provide security lighting,
guardhouse and an alarm control center for the Naval Weapons Station
and the Special Weapons Magazine Project for the Fallbrook Annex
will provide physical security for that area. .

The committee denied without prejudice two projects for the Naval
Regional Medical Center, San Diego. The committee does not question
the requirement for either the dispensary addition and alteration in
the amount of $2,295,000 for the Naval Air Station, Miramar or the
dispensary and dental clinic in the amount of $10,537,000, but believes
the need for both projects is not of sufficient urgency for inclusion
in this year’s bill.

The committee approved the amount of $79,533,000.

Twerrrg Navarn Districor

For the Twelfth Naval District the Program requested $6,847,000
for six projects at six Naval Installations.
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At the Naval Air Rework Facility, Alameda, the Avionics Buildingr
Environmental Control Project was requested to permit accurate
rework of sensitive aircraft electronic equipment.

At the Naval Hospital, Lemoore, California, the hospital/medical
storage project was requested to provide adequate and conveniently
located storage and supply administrative space for active stock which
requires space for 1100-1200 line items. Current space limits storage
to only 700 active items.

At the Naval Air Station, Moffett Field, California, the advanced
Undersca Weapons Sentry Tower project was requested to provide
constant surveillance of the storage of classified ordnance.

At the Naval Supply Center, Oakland, California, a wharf utilities
project was requested for two berths to allow combat stores ships to
use the berth without using their own power. The committee recognizes -
the advantages of cold iron projects, but believes this $1,396,000
project may be deferred to a future program, without seriously
degrading operations.

The domestic water supply project, at the Naval Communication
Station, was requested to replace the system presently supplied under
a municipal district contract which will be terminated in May 1975.

At the Mare Island Naval Shipyard, the Engineering/Management
Building project, (1st Increment), was requested to consolidate engi-
neering functions and industrial operations in one building and remove
these operations from threec 118 year old buildings that have been
declared unsafe. :

The new authority granted is $5,451,000. .

TuairTEENTH Navar DisTRICT

The request for the Thirteenth Naval District was $114,501,000
for eight projects at four naval installations.

At the Naval Station, Adak, Alaska, three projects were requested.
A runway and taxiway overlay project is required to strengthen the
taxiway and runway to handle the P~3 ASW patrol and other aircraft.
Aircraft movements average 1100 per month. The Weapons Security
Improvement Project will provide security features for the safe-
keeping of the weapons utilized by the P-3 aircraft. The power plant
addition will provide onc new 3,000 KW diesel-electric generator
to replace four old 600 KW units, which are deteriorated beyond
economical repair.

For the Trident support site (Phase II), the request was for
$103,808,000 to provide second phase facilities for a complote refit
facility for the Trident system which will maintain and improve the
Nation’s key strategic deterrent capability to meet the projected
threat in the 1980s.

The Navy advised the committee during the hearings of its plans
for obtaining the sewage treatment facility authorized last year, but
for which funding was denied. The Navy has completed arrangoments
with Kitsap County to receive and treat Navy sewage at their planncd
Brownsville plant, The first costs will be approximately the same
if the Navy built its own plant, but the life cycle costs will be lower -
by connecting to the Kitsap County Plant. Thercfore, the committee
concurs with the Navy’s plan to procecd with the provision of sewage
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treatment facilities by a connection to the Kitsap County sewage
systemn.

The nuclear repair facility addition at Puget Sound Naval Shipyard
was requested to expand capacity and capability for a projected
increase in workload and insures effective control of the critical work
performed in the facility.

At the Naval Air Station, Whidbey Island, Washington, three
projects were requested: the operational storage building project
will provide a storage building for Electronic Counter Measure Pods,
nsed on the EA-6B electronic countermeasure aircraft; the medium
attack trainer building project will provide a building for five aircraft
operational training devices delivered or scheduled to be delivered
in 1976; and the hangar alterations project will convert hangar
spaces previously used for avionics maintenance into badly needed
squadron operational and maintenance spaces.

The committee approved the requested amount of $114,501,000.

FourrtEENTH NavaLn District

For the Fourteenth Naval District, this program originally re-
quested $6,627,000 for five projects at four naval installations.

Under the Program Change of June 12, 1974, the Navy requested
the addition of an intelligence center project for Commander in
Chief, Pacific. This revised the request to $9,327,000 for six projects
at five naval installations.

For the Commander in Chief Pacific, the intellizence center project
was requested to provide a consolidated center that will: (1) accom-
modate the entire new joint services organization, (2) streamline
intelligence operations and response times, and (3) reduce intelligence
gathering operational costs.

At the Naval Ammunition Depot, Oahu, Hawaii, there are two
projects. The wharf renovation project will provide an ammunition
whar! for deep draft ships, and expand the capacity for operations of
all ship types and the special weapons magazines (West Loch Branch),
will increase the physical security of the area.

At Naval Station, Peal Harbor, Hawaii, the electric power plant
project will provide a replacement facility to generate electrical
power for the deperming process.

At Pearl Harbor Naval Shipyard, Pearl Harbor, Hawaili, the
machine shop modernization project will consolidate, rearrange and
modernize the machine shop and ceniral tool shop.

For the Naval Communication Station, Honolulu, the satellite
communications terminal project wil® expand the existing facility to
permit installation of a second satellite communications terminal and
a broadecast terminal.

The committee approved the requested amount of $9,327,000.

Magrine CorPs
This program originally requested $41,243,000 for twenty-three
projects at 10 Naval installations.

Under the Program Change of June 12, 1974 the cost of potable
water system project at the Marine Corps Supply Center, Barstow,
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CA was reduced by $433,000. This reduction reduced the requested
amount to $40,810,000.

The Marine Corps Historical Center project at the Marine Barracks,
Washington, D.C. will provide space to house a historical library for
practical study of official histories. This project in the amount of
$1,874,000 was deferred without prejudice to & future program.

At the Marine Corps Development and Education Command, the
Bachelor Enlisted Quarters Modernization project will provide
quarters for 524 men 1n grades E2-LE6.

At Marine Corp Base, Camp Lejeune, North Carolina, there were
five projects requested. There are three bachelor enlisted quarters
projects—one in the Courthouse Bay area for 654 men, one at the
Hadnot Point area for 537 men, and one to the French Creek area for
480 men. There is an EM dining facility modernization project that
will provide for renovation of 7 enlisted dining facilities throughout
the Camp Lejeune Complex and an electrical system improvements
project which will balance the base electrical load.

At the Marine Corps Air Station, Cherry Point, North Carolina,
the project will insure an adequate and reliable system of electrical
power distribution to Station activities.

At the Marine Corps Air Station (helicopter), New River, North
Carolina, the project will provide a warehouse for essential items
required to construct and maintain an air field in a combat area.

There were two projects requested at the Marine Corps Air Station
Yuma, Arizona. The missile assembly ordnance facility will provide
guided missile mission capability. The general warehouse project will
provide the necessary facilities for receipt, storage and issue of general
and aviation equipment and materials.

At the Marine Corps Supply Center, Barstow, California, there
were three. projects requested. The potable water system project will
provide water for domestic consumption and the capability to store
non-potable water for base fire protection. The Navy advised that
the use of a commercial source will result. in a capital savings of
$433,000 and annual savings of $48,000, therefore, the project cost
could be reduced to $724,000. At the Yermo Area, a new heating
plant and distribution system will replace one plant built in 1942,
and a heating plant and distribution system will provide a consolidated
central heating plantin the Nebo area.

A the Marine Corps Base, Camp Pendleton, California, there were
four projects. Two bachelor enlisted quarters projects—one in the
Torno area will house 309 men and one in the Pulgas area will house
588 men. At the Marine Corps Base. (Ileadquarters Area) the project
will provide an enlisted dining facility with a maximum feeding
capacity of 780 men, and a water distribution system improvements
project to provide the Santa Margarita and San Mateo areas with
adequate water systems.

At Marine Corps Base, Twentynine Palms, California, there were
two projects requested. The substation addition project will provide
for required increases in electrical substation capacities, and a central
heating plant will replace obsolete equipment, Increase heating plant
efficiency and improve emission control. The central heating plant
project in the amount of $2,679,000 was deferred to a future program.
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There were three projects at Marine Corps Air Station, Kaneohe
Bay, Hawaii. The aircraft hangar improvements project will provide
sound attenuaiion and environmental control tc buildings in hazurd-
ous noise areas; the bachelor enlisted quarters project will provide
spaces for 540 men for personnel in grades E-2 to E—4; and the KM
dining facilities modernization project will renovate two enlisted
dining facilities.

The committee approved the amouunt of $36,257,000.

PorLuTioNn ABATEMENT—INSIDE UNITED STATES

This program requested $54,100,000 for two projects located inside
the United States.

One project will provide air pollution abatement facilities in the
amount of $9,849,000 for fifteen facilities at fourteen Naval and Maxine
Corps installations. This project will include items to provide for air
pollution abatement through improvements to industrial shop arcas
and power plants utilizing particulate gas and smoke emissions con-
trol, solid waste disposal [acilities and other construction to eliminate
smoke and air pollution.

T'he other project will provide water pollution. abatement facilities
in the amount of $44,251,000 for twenty-four facilities at Naval and
Marine Corps installations. This project is required to continue the
Navy’s program for correcting, controlling ard preventing water
pollution and includes items to provide water pollution abatement
through the construction of collection and treatment facilities for
industrial and sanitary wastes, oily waste colleciion and reclamation
facilities to reduce the potential for oil spills.

The committee approved the amount requested for pollution abate-
ment projects inside the United States of $54,100,000.

OursipE THE UNITED STATES
TENTH NAVAL DISTRICT

In the Tenth Naval District this program requested $5,159,000
for five projects at.three naval installations.

At the Naval Telecommunication Center, Roosevelt Roads,
Puerto Rico, the Communications Operations Building will permit
the relocation of remaining communication facilities from Ponce,
Puerto Rico, to Roosevelt Roads. Deactivation of the facilities at
Ponce will permit the excessing of about 950 acres of land area.

There are two projects at the Naval Station, Puerto Rico. The
cold storage addition project was requested as a result of the closure
of Naval Station San Juan and the subsequent relocation of most of
its activities to Roosevelt Roads. The present limited cold storage
capacity at the Naval Station does not meet the 60 day cold storage
stay.

The land acquisition project is necessary to relocate the existing
radar drone control facilities at St. Thomas. The planned and immedi-
ate cxpansion of the adjacent Virgin Islarids Telephone Clo.
(VITELCO) will further obstruct a portion of the Tracking Radar,
thus denying coverage of the present drone recovery area.
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At the Naval Security Group Activity, Sabana Seca, Puerto Rico,
there were two projects requested. The water storage tank project
will construct a 200,000 gallon elevated steel water storage tank
required for normal daily station consumption demand and fire
protection. The land acquisition project will permit acquisition of
interest in approximately 1,000 acres of land to provide a buffer
zone for receiving antennas.

The committee approved the requested amount of $5,159,000.

FIFTEENTH NAVAL DISTRICT

In the Fifteenth Naval District the request was for $800,000 for
a bachelor enlisted quarters project at the Naval Support Activity,
Rodman, Canal Zone, which will provide 72 new spaces at the Rodman
station proper and the modernization of 22 spaces at the Head-
quarters Annex, or construction of new spaces with the U.S. Army
at Fort Amador.

The committee approved the requested amount of $800,000.

ATLANTIC OCEAN AREA

In the Atlantic Ocean Area, the program requested $6,059,000 for
five projects at two naval installations.

At the Naval Air Station, Bermuda there is a bachelor enlisted
quarters/mess project which will provide new living spaces for 115
men.

At the Naval Station, Keflavik, Iceland there are four projects.
The runway navigational aids project provides facilities and equip-
ment to precisely determine runway visual range and to transmit this
data to confrol tower and base operations. The EM Dining facility
modernization project will enlarge the dining facility to twice the
present capacity and will replace galley equipment that is twenty
vears old and is beyond repair. The entrance to the airport terminal
will provide a free but controlled access to the International Airport
by altering the main entrance and roadways to the Defense Force
arca, and the bachelor enlisted quarters with mess modernization
project at Grindavik Transmitter site will provide additional living
spaces and modernize the existing building to meet habitability

criteria.
The committee approved the requested amount of $6,059,000.

EUROPEAN AREA

TFor the European Area, the program requested $2,070,000 for
three projects at three naval installations,

At the Naval Air Facility, Sigonella, Sicily, Italy there is a swim-
ming pool project. The project continues the upgrade of facilities
support of this vital base. The base is in a remote location, surrounded
by only farm land and citrus groves.

At the Naval Security Group Activity, Edzell, Scotland there was
a request for an Operations Building addition. )

A Petty Officer and Enlisted Men’s Mess (open) project was ro-
quested at the Naval Activities Detachment, Holy Loch, Scotland.

S.R. 1136—5
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This will replace an existing facility which provides less than 40%
of the prescribed space requirement for the personnel assigned to
this -detachment.

The committee approved the requested amount of $2,070,000.

INDIAN OCEAN AREA

The committee authorized $14,802,000 for construction on the island
of Diego Garcia in the Indian Ocean, which matter has been dealt
with earlier in this report.

PACIFIC OCEAN AREA

For the Pacific Ocean area, this program requested $16,468,000 for
thirteen projects at eight naval installations.

At the Naval Air Station, Agana, Guam, Mariana Islands there
was a request for an enlisted men’s club designed to accommodate 501
to 750 men. The existing club was built in 1946, as a semi-permanent
structure, and is now in an advanced state of deterioration.

At the Naval Communication Station Guam, Finegayan, Mariana
Tslands there were two projects requested. The satellite communica-
tion terminal addition is required to provide high capacity terminals
at selective sites to support the Defense Cominunication System
Phase IT Worldwide Satellite Communications Program. The bachelor
enlisted quarters modernization project will provide adequate spaces
for 49 men stationed at Barrigada.

At the Naval Ship Repair Facility, Guam, Mariana Islands there
is a sandblast and paint facility project which will consolidate the
scattered abrasive blast and painting functions arid eliminate the air
pollution.

At the Navy Public Works Center, Guam, Mariana Islands, a
utility systems expansion project will provide telephone services for
510 units in the FY 74 Family Housing Program and increase electric
power reliability and computibility with the Government of Guam
distribution system.

At the Naval Hospital, Fleet Activities, Yokosuka, Japan, a patient
recreation building will provide a theater/auditorium and library for
authorized personnel assigned to the Far Kast.

There were three projects requested for the Naval Air Station,
C(lubi Point, Republic of the Phillipines. The airfield pavement
improvements project will strengthen a weakened portion of the run-
way and extend taxiways, enlarge the aircraft parking apron, improve
airfield drainage, and provide carrier deck lighting. The Bachelor
Enlisted Quarters will provide new quarters for 192 men in grades E-2
through E-9. The Bachelor Officers’ Quarters project will provide
adequate living space for 60 officers, The comraittee is concerned
with the size of the program in the Philippines and therefore has
deferred the airfield improvements project in the amount of $1,249,000
and the bachelor officers quarters in the amount of $1,179,000.

At the Naval Ilospital, Subic Bay, Republic of the Philippines
there were two projects requested. The replacement dispensary and
dental clinic project in'the amount of $3,315,000 was deferred without
prejudice to a future program. A Bachelor Enlisted Quarters will
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provide new living spaces for 30 men and thus alleviate the over-
crowded condition at the hospital. The committee denied this low
priority project in the amount of $278,000.

There were two projects requested at the Naval Station, Subic
Bay, Republic of the Philippines. A Bachelor Enlisted Quarters project
for 283 men will provide spaces for personnel assigned to Subic Bay.
There is essentially no community support in the city of Olongopo.
The Dependent School Expansion/Gym project will provide thirteen
more classrooms, and special rooms for remedial reading, musie, audio-
visual instruction, teachers work room, general purpose instruction
rooms and high school gymnasium.

"The new authority granted is $10,447,000.

Porrurion ABaTEMENT—OQuTsiDE THE UNITED STATES
AIR POLLUTION

Facilities at naval installations were often constructed with in-
adequate controls to meet present day environmental standards.
This program requested $1,059,000 for one item to provide air
pollution abatement through construction of improvements to the
power plant at the Public Works Center, Guam. The requested
amount was approved.

WATER POLLUTION

The program requests $4,038,000 for two water pollution abatement
facilities. At the Naval Detachment, Holy Loch, Scotland, a sewage
treatment plant was requested and at the Naval Station Roosevelt
Roads a ship wastewater collection facility is needed to achieve the
goal for clean water in harbor areas. The amount requested of $4,038, -
000 was approved.

AvENDMENTS To PriOR YEAR PROGRAMS

This year 6 amendments were requested with a total value of
$17,812,000.

At the Naval Academy, Annapolis, Md., an amendment was
required for the sole project, landfill and site improvements. This
project was authorized at $2,000,000 in FY 1969 (PL 90-408) to
provide a suitable site for the completed FY 1970 Library and nearly
completed F'Y 1970-1973 Enginecring Studies Complex. Recently it
has become apparent that the landfill placed to date is unstable,
with some unexpected subsidence and lateral movement occurring.
The amended authorization of $2,391,000 is required to modify and
stabilize the landfill and construct a redesigned seawall and sheet
piling bulkhead, as well as the required road, parking area and walks.

An amendment of $665,000 was requrested to the FY 1971 (PL 91—
511) for an aireraft and corrosion treatment facility project at the
Naval Air Rework Fucility, Pensacola, Florida. The project provides
a consolidated facility for disassembly, stripping of paint and corrosion
treatment of aircraft undergoing overhaul for ultimate final assembly.
The amendment is needed to meet current occupational safety and
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health standards for operational personnel and to correct deficiencies
in air flow and in the large curtain dividers used to isolate several
concurrent operations. These dividers are unique to this type of facility
and to & large extent were experimental for this facility.

Tor FY 1973 (PL 92-545), one amendment was requested that
relates to the conservation of petroleum fuel resources by the provision
of a coal burning capability in a Steam Plant Expansion project at
the Navy Public Works Center, Norfolk, Va. The amendment was
required for the Steam Plant Fixpansion project authorized at
$2,326,000. The project originally p anned on the use of oil as fuel, but
in consideration of a long term fuel shortage, the amendment of
$3,700,000 was requested to provide a coal burning capability. The
conversion to coal increases size of the boilers, requires the addition of
precipitators and scrubbers for pollution abaternent, and coal and ash
handling equipment.

The committee added one FY 1973 amendment for the Naval
Ammunition Depot, Hawthorne, Nevada. This amendment for the
demilitarization facility project in the amount of $4,200,000 is needed
because of the unexpected high bids received for increments I-FY
1973 and II-F'Y 1974 and the need to provide coal burning boilers in
accordance with new energy policies directed toward the conservation
of scarce petroleum resources. Bids on Increments I and IT were not
roceived until the June 19, 1974, which prevented the Navy from
requesting a change to this bill prior to the start of hearings. Although
the Navy planned to seek a FY 1976 amendment, the years delay will
likely add $500,000 to $800,000 to the cost of the project, therefore
the committee felt it prudent to add this amendment. The Navy
requested the committee’s concurrence to proceed with the contract
for the Process Buildings of Incrernents I and II pending the receipt
of an amendment that will permit contracting for the boilers needed
to utilize the process buildings. Since there would likely be significant
increases in the cost, as much as $100,000 per month for each month
the contract for the Process Buildings is dolayed, the committee
approves of the Navy proceeding with the contract prior to receipt
of the amendment for the boilers’ construction.

For the FY 1974 (PL 93-166), three amendments were requested.
Two of the amendments relate to providing a capability in steam and
hot water generating plants to convert to coal as a source of fuel.
The other amendment is for the sole FY 1974 project for the Naval
Home, authorized at $9,444,000. Prior phases of the Naval Home were
authorized in FY 1972 and 1973 in the amounts of $991,000 and
$3,300,000 respectively. Based on constructiorn contract bids received
on February 18, 1974 for the major construction of the Home, an
amendment of $2,358,000 is required to construct the facility as
originally authorized. The low bid received was competitive and
responsive and reflects the lowest possible cost for the work.

At the Naval Air Station, Alameda, CA, the FY 1974 Installation
program consists on one project of $3,827,000. The Pier Utilities
project requires an amendment of 33,929,000 to provide a steam plant
with a future capability for conversion to coal firing in accordance
with National goals and Department of Defense policy.

For the Marine Corps Supply Center, Barstow, CA, the FY 1974
Installation program consists of two projects. The heating plant
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distribution system project authorized at $2,826,000 requires an
amendment of $2,408,000 to provide a heating plant with the capa-
bility for future conversion. to coal firing in accordance with National
goals and Department of Defense policy.

Tn addition the committee added a FY 1974, Public Law 93-166
amendment for the Naval Air Station, Meridian, MS.

Four projects were authorized for this installation in FY 1974.
The need for this amendment was created by the bids received for
the dispensary and dental clinic in June 1974. The necd is greatest
for the dispensary and dental clinic when compared to the other
project not under contract, the gymnasium. Therefore a decision was
made by the Navy to procoed with the dispensary and dental clinic
project and defer the gymnasium project until an amendment could
be obtained to the Installation total m the FY 1976 Military Con-
struction Act. The committee has been assured by the Navy that
there is still a firm and valid need for the gymuasium. The committee
believes that construction of this facility should not be delayed an
extra year, awaiting the FY 1976 Military Construction bill, added
thei Installation amendment in the amount of $934,000 to this year’s
bill.

SymmAry oF Navy ProGraM

The committee mark-up of Title IT resulted in the following project
deletions or additions:

Installation/Project Amount
1st Naval District: (thousands)
Portsmouth Naval Shipyard, Kittery, Maine: Steam plant im-
PTOVEIMEIES - - o mm oo m oo SR TR e T -+ %4, 900
Naval Underwater Systems Center, Newport, R.I.: Weapons
development building - - -oo--omcmmmmmmm oo m e +4, 742
Project support N IiL ) 2R PR LR L L L R 43,025
Technical 8erviee SROP - - o oo mommmmcammw oo m oo +2, 507

3rd Naval District:
Naval Submarine Base, New Tondon, Conn.: Bachelor cnlisted

quarters (Submarine Medical Center) - o cooommmmm e oo —1, 383
Naval District Washington: Uniformed Services University of the ,
Tfealth Sciences, Bethesda, Md.: Burge facility - ccccemm e -+ 15, 000

5th Naval District:
Naval Amphibious Basc, Tittle Creck, Va.: Command and control

and administration building .. .o ooooooomooosmmmmmom oo —2, 030
Naval Station Norfolk, Va.: Bachelor enlisted quarters. .- —---- —3, 284
Naval Weapons Station, Yorktown, Va.: CAPTOR weapons
system facilities - - ooooom-ommoosmmnmmmoommmmomm oo —1,843
6th Naval District:
Naval Air Station Cecil Field, Fla.: Aireraft maintenance hangar..  —5, 359
Naval Regional Medical Center, Jacksonville, Fla.: Dispensary and
dental clinic (N.S. MAYPORT) oo cromcmmomnno g o —4, 996
Naval Coastal Systems Laboratory, Ponama City, Fla.: Helicopter/
test craft support fACility - oo oo ope oo R +795
Sth Naval District: Naval Air Station, Corpus Christi, Tex.: Boiler
T L —1, 830

9th Naval District:
Naval Training C-nter, Great Lakes, I.:

Chicf petty officers’ mess (Administrative Command) - - ---- —1, 286
TEngineman’s school (Scrviee School Command) - - - cecacaen- —6, 925
Bachelor enlisted: quarters (TLospital Corps Sc¢hool) - -wonm-- —2, 468
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Amounl
Installation/Profect (thousands)
11th Naval Districet:
Naval Regional Medical Center, Camp Pendleton, Calif.: Hospital
support facilities_ _ _ _ L ___ —2,402
Naval Regional Medical Center, San Diego, Calif.: Dispensary
addition and alteration (NAS Miramar) _____ . . _________ —2, 295
Dispensary and dental elinie_ o . _________ —10, 587
12th Naval District:
Naval Supply Center, Oakland, Calif.: Wharf utilities_ . _._____ —1, 396

14th Naval District:
Commander in Chief Pacific, Oahu, Hawalii: Intelligence Center,
Paeific . e cecceem +2, 700
Marine Corps:
Marine Barracks, Washington, D.C.: Marine Corps historical

COIMEOT . _ o o e e e e = ~1, 874
Marine Corps Supply Center, Barstow, Calif.: Potable Water

System (Reduetion 1,157 to 724) . .. ____.__ — 433
Marine Corps Base, Twentynine Palms, Calif.: Ceniral heating ’

plant e —2, 679

Indian Ocean Area:
Naval Communications Facility, Diego Garcia: Expansion of
Facilities . . e + 14, 802
Pacific Ocean Area:
Naval Air Station, Cubi Point, Philippines Islands:

Airfield pavements_._ ... ~—1, 249
Bachclor officers quarters__ .. __ . _______ . _______ .. _______ —1, 179
Naval Hospital, Subic Bay, Philippines Islands:

Dispensary and dental elinie_ . .. ____.._._____. -3, 315
Bachelor enlisted quarters_ - . __ .. ... .__.__ —278

Net reduction - o —10, 620
Original title IT request- . . . . . ______.__ 567, 674

New authorization—Title 1T _________________._______. " 557,054

Am endments to prior authorization: -
Public Law 92-545 (fiscal year 1973):
Naval Ammunition Depot, IIawthorne, Nev.: Demilitariza-
tion faeility L eaan -+4, 200
Public Law 93~166 (fiscal year 1974):
Naval Home, Gulfport, Miss.: New Naval Home (reduction
$4,719 to $2 E157. ) —2, 361
Naval Air Statmn Meridian, Miss.: Installation total (for gym-

nasium project) __________________________________ S +934
Net addition- ... ... T 42,773
Original amendment request_ _____ . ____________________ 17, 812
New amendment total . oo - .. _.__. o 20, 583

TITLE III—AIR FORCE

The Air Force requested $468,276,000 under Title IIL of the bill
distributed as follows:

Air Force Committes
request approved

- $382,042,000  $322, 709,000
- 78,134,00 0

8,100, 000 8 100, 000
GPAMNA EO8 - - o oot et 468,276,000 387,906, 000

inside the United States. ..
Outside the United States_ .
Classified program
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SUMMARY OF Program

Air Force witnesses testified that the Air Force Program consisted
primarily of projects to support the force and deployment goals
presented to the Congress in the Air Force Chief of Staff’s Posture
Statement. They placed particular stress on several jtems: $62 million
for additional Airfield Protective Facilities as g part of an incremental
program to increase the survival capabilities of the Tactical TFighter
Force in Europe; $44 million for construction of a High Reynolds
Number Tunnel to facilitate much needed research and test capability
for flights in the transonic speed range; $9 million for Operational
Flight Simulator Facilities to reduce actual flight test time and thereby
reduce aircraft operating time and fuel consumption; and a final
increment of $8.7 million as a follow-on to the $13.5 million authorized
last year to provide a modern and highly survivable Advanced
Airborne Command Post.

The committee gave carcful consideration to all projects and a
summary of authorizations requested and approved is presented for
each Major Air Command as follows:

PROGRAM CONTENT
fin thousands of dollars]

' Air Force Committee
Command request approval

Inside the Unfted States:
Aerospace Defense Command____=_______..__ .. . ... 9, 660 9,660
Air Force Communications Service._ 805 805

Air Force Logistics Cammand 69,943 68, 234
Air Force Systems Command 68,243 24,205
Air Training Command.__ 44,472 41,472
Air University__._..__._. 3,758 2,
Alaskan:Air Command_____. 15, 552 15, 552
Headquarters Command, USAF. 17, 854 17,854
Military Airtift Command______ 19,232 10, 922
Pacific Air Forces._______ 14, 594 11, 878
Strategic Alr Command___ 44,712 6,71
Tactical Air Command______ 33,203 33,203
Pollution abatement______ , 85§ 15,756
Special facilities. ... T [l [ llITITITITIIITTTTImmmT 17,152 13, 952
Total, inside the United States. .- ... .. o . 382,042 302,709, 000
" Outside the United States:
Aergspace Defense Command. ... ... 138 138
Pacific Air Forces___________ - 7,022 5,985
U.S. Air Forces____._.__._._. - 64, 245 64, 245
U.S. Air Farce Security Service. ... _________ITTTTTTTTTTTmmmmmmmmmN 4,13 4,135
Pollution abatement___________ .- 595 595
Special facilities.. ... - 1l _TITTITTITITTITIIT 1,999 1,999
Total, outside the United States.________._______.__._.___ 78,134 77, 097
Classified (sec. 302): Various worldwide (total)- . = 8, 100 8,100, 00
Grand total_.. ... ... ... 468,276 387,906, (00

Arrospace Derexse Commanp (INsipE THE UNITED STATES)

The primary mission of the Acrospace Defense Command (ADCQ)
is to discharge Air Force responsibilitics for the defense of the United
States against aerospace attack. This program requests $9,660,000
for 11 projects in support of ADC host responsibilities at two Air
Foree locations.

The program was approved as submitted.
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Am Yorcer COMMUNICATIONS SERVICE

T'he mission of the Air Force Comrmunications Service (AFCS)
is to engineer, program, provide, install, operate, maintain, ard
manage communications electronics for the Air Force and for other
agencies as directed by the Chief of S=aff, USAF. The construction
requested is one project for $805,000 at Richards-Gebaur Air Force
Base, to provide an aireraft flight control facility.

"The program was approved as submitted.

A1k Force LogisTics COMMAND

The mission of the Air Force Logistics Command is to provide an
adequate and efficient system of procurement, production, surveil-
lance, maintenance, and supply for the United States Air Force and
train specialized units for accomplishment of logistics functions in
overseas areas snd theaters. This program contains a request for
$69,949,000 which provides facilities at seven locations where Air
Torce Logistics Command is the host command.

The committee considered that the requirement for a Systems
Management Engineering Facility was not of sufficient priority to
warrant current authorization. Accordingly, deferral for Wright-
Patterson AFB amounts to $1,715,000.

Air Force SysTEMs COMMAND

The Air Force Systems Command mission is to advance aerospace
technology, adopt 1t into operational acrospace systems, and acquire
qualitatively superior aerospace systems and material needed to
accomplish the Air Force mission. The construction program at bases
with Air Force Systems Command as host, amounts to $68,243,000.

[n the Committee’s judgment, one project at Eidwards Air Force
Base for Electric Power Plant & Distribution System in the amount
of $1,238,000 is a low priority item that can be deferred. However,
the Committee received late information on the need for an Assault
Landing Strip at Eglin Air Force Base in the amount of $1,200,000.
The Air Force explained that it had not been sufficiently identified
in time to permit its inclusion in their initial program submission.
This is a valid operational item and the Committee has added it to
the Bill. A project for the construction of a High Reynolds Number
tunnel in the amount of $44,000,000 was deleted at the request of the
Air Force. Escalating costs invalidated the estimased cost requiring a
complete reassessment of the priority of this project by the National
Scientific Community.

Atr Training COMMAND

The mission of the Air Training Command is to provide flying
training leading to an aeronautical rating; air crew training; basic
and advanced technical training leading to an Air Force specialty;
basic military training; mobile training; and suca other training as
may be directed by the Chief of Staff, United States Air Force.
Construction projects totaling $44,472,000 are requested by this
program for 11 bases where Air Training Commard is host.
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An Air Force proposal for the construction of a Commissary at
Mather Air Force Base, California, in the amount of $3,000,000 has
been denied. The committee considers that this location does not
meet the test of isolation required for appropriated funds and, there-
fore, recommends that the requirement be met with the proceeds
from the surcharge on commissary sales.

A UniversiTy

The Air University (AU) is located on Maxwell Air Force Base at
Montgomery, Alabama. Its mission is to prepare officers for command
and stafl duties of Air Force units. The assigned activities include
ITeadquarters Air University, Air War College, Air Command and
Stafl College, Squadron Officers School and a Tactical Airlift Group
(Reserve). This program contains a request for $3,758,000 for con-
struction in support of the Air University mission.

The proposed Academic Facility at Maxwell Air Force Base,
Alabama, is considered a low priority item and has, therefore, been
deferred. The Air University program was thercfore reduced by
$1,258,000.

Avnaskan Air CoMMAND

The Alaskan Air Command provides combat ready forces, defense
weapons systems, aircraft control and warning elements, and air
defense forces within Alaska for cmployment under the operational
control of Command, Alaska NORAD/CONAD region. It also
provides logistical support for tho Strategic Air Command, the
Military Airlift Command, the Command of the Alaskan Sea Frontier
and the United States Army. This program provides $15,552,000 at
four locations. :

The program was approved as submitted.

HrapquarrteErs CoMMAND—ZONE oF INTERIOR

The mission of the IHeadquarters Command is to provide pro-
ficiency flying, training, and support of the United States Air Foreo
personnel in the Washington, D.C. area. Specifically, this coramand
provides administrative and logistical support for units assigned
directly to Ieadquarters United States Air Force, for those Air
Force units stationed within the Washington area where inherent
organizational structure does not permit other support, and such other
missions as may be directed by the Chief of Staff, United States
Air Force.

The construction program at bases where Headquarters Com-
mand is host amounts to $17,854,000.

The program was approved as submitted.

Mruitary A1rLirT COMMAND

The mission of the Military Airlift Command (MAC) is to maintain
the military airlift system in the constant state of readiness necessary
for performance of all airlift tasks and emcrgency operations assigned
by the Joint Chiefs of Staff. MAC supervises and operates the Air
Weather Service, the Acrospace Audio Visual Scrvice, the Air Bescue
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and Recovery Service, an Acromedical Evacuation System, and
Military Airlift Wings. This program iavolves 10 projects af four
locations where MAC is host and contains a request for $19,232,000
for support of the MAC mission.

In considering the program proposcd for the Military Aichift
Yommand, the committee has deferred two projects at Scott Air
Torce Base, Illinois. One project for an extension to the runway in
the amount of $3,000,000 was not allowed since there 1s no assigned
operational mission to support the proposed work. A second project;
for a Base Supply Facility in the amount of $2,110,000 was con-
sidered to be of insufficient priority to warrant current authorization.
Another low priority item at Dover Air Force Base, Delaware, for
a Fuel Supply Facility in the amount of $3,200,000 was also deferrcd.

Paciric Air Forors (INSIDE THE UNITED STATES)

The mission of the Pacific Air Forcos is to conduct control and
coordinate offensive and defensive air operations in accordance with
tasks assigned by the Commander-in-Chief, Pacific Command. As a
major Air Command, it provides administrative and logistical support
for Air Force units in the Pacific Command’s geographical area ot
responsibility. The requested program for the Pacific Air Forces
inside the United States totals $14,594,000 and is for Hickam Air
Force Base.

In the commiltee’s judgment, a proposed project for Officers
Quarters at Hickam Air Force Base Hawaii, is of low priority. A pro-
gram decrease of $2,716,000 has been made accordingly.

STrRATEGIC AIR COMMAND

The mission of the Strategic Air Command (SAC) is to organize,
{rain, equip, administer, prepare and maintain a bomber and tanker
force in a state of readiness capable of conducting intensive and con-
clusive world-wide aerial bombardment sgainst enemies of the United
States. This program requests $44,712,000 for construction of facilities
at 15 bases where the Strategic Air Command is the host command.

An Air Force proposal to Alter and Add to a Hospital at Ellsworth
Air Forece Base, South Dakota, in the amount of $7,996,000 was
deferred. It is considered that the required work can wait for authoriza-
tion in a future program year.

TacricaL Air COMMAND

The Tactical Air Command participates in tactical air operations
employing air operations and air power independently, or in coordina-
tion with ground or Naval forces, to gain and maintain air superiority;
to prevent movement of enemy forces; to seek out and destroy these
forces and their supporting installations; and to assist ground or Naval
forces in obtaining their immediate operational objectives.

T'he mission of this command is to orgsnize, equip, train, administer,
and operate the assigned or attached forces and participate in prompt
and sustained tactical air operations. The Commander, Tactical Air
Command, is charged with two missions. He is & major air commander
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under the Chief of Staff, United States Air Force, and concurrently
is a component commander under the Commander-in-Chief, United
States Readiness Command (REDCOM).

The construction program at bases where the Tactical Air Com-
mand is host amounts to $33,203,000 for both operational and support
type facilities.

The program was approved as submitted.

PorLruTION ABATEMENT (INSIDE THE UNITED STATES)

The pollution abatement program amounts to $22,856,000 ab
various locations in the United States, of which $9,156,000 is for air
pollution abatement with the remainder of $13,700,000 for water
pollution abatement.

The Air Pollution Abatement program; consisting of a fire training
facility, modification of » central heating plant and alteration of fuel
storage facilities to control vapor emission is required to comply
with federal, state, and local air pollution regulations at nine Alr
Toree installations in the United States.

The water pollution abatement program at 19 Air TForce installa-
tions in the United States includes provisions for water pollution
abatement through the construction of collection and treatment
facilities for industrial and sanitary wastes and upgrading of existing
facilities. The program is required to comply with federal, state, and
local water pollution regulations.

Included in the projects proposed to alleviate air pollution is a
request for $7,100,000 for a Heating Plant Modification at Wright-
Patterson Air Force Base, Ohio. The Air Force has been previously
authorized to convert to the use of fuel oil. Now because of the energy
crisis, the Air Force is proposing to continue the use of coal in the
Wright-Patterson main. heating plants. While the committee sces
the need for this reversal it is not confident that this project has
recoived the depth of study nceded to fully identify the extent of
authorization require.

There has been some uncertainty on what necds to be done. While
current plans call for the control of particulate emission and visible
smoke, no provisions are being made for the control of sulfur dioxide
amission. Sulfur dioxide control will give the added flexibility of using
much cheaper coal of a higher sulfur content, should low sulfur coal
become unavailable. :

This project may cost from $30 to $47 million depending upon what
is to be. done. While continuing with the work now underway, this
problem should be restudied and there should be presented to this
committee next year a firm overall plan for this conversion, with due
consideration to the control of sulfur dioxide.

SprciaL Faciuiries INSIDE THE UNITED STATES

The Special Facilities Program amounts to $17,152,000 at various
locations in the Zone of Interior.

The first item provides for construction of radar tower foundations
and associated utilities and alteration of two existing facilities to
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accommodate height finder radars at five locations. These facilities
will provide collocation of height finder and FAA radar systems.

The second item is construction of one building and alteration
of five others in support of an iantra-command communications
network. Existing inadequate and undersized facilities cannot properly
house new equipment.

The third item will provide concrete slabs for mobile equipment
and concrete antenna pedestals in support of the global positioning
satellite system. There are no existing facilities available to provide
adequate support of this system.

The fourth item provides for construction of new satellite com-
munications facilities including antenna and radome foundations for
two new antennas with technical equipment buildings. Increased
and complex communications traffic cannot bhe supported with
existing equipment and facilities.

The fifth item is for facilities in support of the Air Force Satellite
Jommunications System.

The sixth item is for construction of an addition to an Aerospace
Data Facility. Existing facilities cannot accommodste the new
computer scheduled for delivery in support of this mission.

The seventh item is for construction of facilities to house new
flight simulators. Many locations have no existing facilities available;
other locations, where simulators are currently in operation, have
facilities inadequate to house the new equipment.

In the committee’s judgment, the proposed Radar Support
Facilities in the amount of $1,200,0¢0 and the Alterations to the
Pentagon Data Processing Facility in the amount of $2,000,000 were
not of sufficient urgency to warrant current authorization.

AErospACE DEFENSE CoMmaND (QUTsIDE THE UNITED STATES)

The Aerospace Defense Command primary mission is to discharge
Air Force responsibilities for the defense of the United States against
an aerospace attack. Construction requested totals $138,000 for one
project at one location.

The program was approved as submitted.

Paciric Air Forces (OursineE THE UNtTED STATES)

The mission of the Pacific Air Forces is to conduct, control, and
coordinate offensive and defensive air operations in accordance with
tasks assigned by the Commander-in-Chief, Pacific Command. As a
major air command, it provides administrative and logistical support
for Ajv Korce units in the Pacific Command gecgraphical ares of
responsibility. The program, to improve the combat readiness and
eapabilities to support advanced aerospace and defensive systems for
the Pacific Air Forces Command outside the United States, totals
$7,022,000 and consists of Airmen dormitory construction and altera-~
tion at three bases.

A program reduction in the amount of $1,037,000 has been made in
consonance with the deferral of modernization work on four of the
cight dormitories at Clark Air Base in the Philippines.
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U.S. Air Forces 1N Evrors

The misston of the United States Air Force in Europe (USAFE) is
to conduct, control and coordinate offensive and defensive air opera-
tions in accordance with tasks assigned by the Commander-in-Chief,
United States Xuropean Command. It also fulfills responsibilities
assigned by the Joint Chicfs of Staff in areas not included in either the
NATO or the United States Commanders-in-Chief, European area of
responsibility. This program contains a request for $64,525,000 for
facilities in the USAFE arca. \

The program was approved as submitted.

U.S. Az Forer® SECURITY SERVICE

The mission of the United States Air Force Sccurity Service is to
provide communications security services. The total construction pro-
gram to support United States Air Force Security Service amounts to
$4,135,000 for two projects at San Vito Dei Normanni Air Station,
Ttaly.

The program was approved as submitted.

Porrurion ApaTEMENT (OUuTsipE THE UNITED STATES)

The overseas pollution abatement program amounts to $595,000
for a water pollution abatement project at Misawa Air Base, Japan.

The project is for a sewage collection, treatment, and disposal
system.

The program was approved as submitted.

SerciaL Facruities (OuTsipE THE UNITED STATES)

The Special Facilities (Outside the United States) program includes
five items for a total of $1,999,000.

The first item is for construction and expansion of facilities to
accommodate defense communications technical control functions
at six locations. The function is currently housed in inadequate and
poorly configured space, making effective and efficient accomplish-
ment extremely difficult.

The second item is for alteration of a satellite control facility,
antenna and radome foundation to accept an additional antenna.
Increased volume and complexity of communications to and from
military satellites necessitates expansion of current capabilitics.

The third item is for facilities in support of the Air Force Satellite
Communications System.

The fourth item provides construction of two new communications
facilities and alteration of twelve others. Currently the microwave
communications system uses unreliable and obsolete equipment.
Discontinuance of production of replacement parts will make main-
tenance impossible, thus forcing replacement of cquipment, which
will result in additional facility requirements.

The fifth item provides construction at two locations to house
solar optical telescopes and associated functions. Existing facilities
are incapable of housing the new observation and data processing
equipment.

The program was approved as submitted.
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Srorion 302

Section 302 of the Military Construction Program includes three
items of a classified nature for a total of $8,100,000.

TITLE IV—-DEFENSE AGENCIES

Authorization

Drefense Mapping Agency - i $3, 243, 000
Defense Supply Ageney - . o oo oo e 6, 336, 000
National Seeurity Agency . - . oo e 2, 363, 000
Defense Nuelear Ageney - oo oo .. 5, 458, QU0
Subtotal .. ... e 17, 400, 000

ORD emergency construetion. . __...__._ 15, 000, 000
Tobal o o o o e 32, 400, 000

The Secretary of Defense request in this Bill was $47,400,000 of
which $17,400,000 is ta provide for the construction of new facilities
and rehabilitation of existing facilities for the Defense Agencies at 12
named installations. With few exceptions Defense Agencies’ activities
are located at military installations, either utilizing existing facilities
or siting required new facilitics on these installations in the interest of
economy. $30,000,000 was for emergency construction authorization
for the Secretary of Defense to provide for unforeseen construction
requirements in emergency situations. The emergency authority was
reduced by % for reasons stated below.

Derense Marping AseNcy (DMA)

The Defense Mapping Agency, for which $3,243,000 in new au-
thorization is requested, was formed in 1972 by Presidential and DoD
directives by consolidating the resources of the Military Services to
furnish Mapping, Charting and Geodesy (MC&G) support to the
DoD with optimum efficiency and economy. The IDMA basic mission
is to furnish the operating forces maps, charts and position data needed
by troops on the ground, aircraft, ships and missiles to navigate,
operate and hit their targets.

This authorization will provide two additional floors on the existing
cartographic and geophysical facility at the DMA Aerospace Center
at St. Louis, Missouri; and ventilation and air conditioning of the
Defense Mapping School at Fort Belvoir, Virginia.

Derense SuppLy AceNncy (DSA)

The Defense Supply Agency, for which $6,336,000 in new authoriza-
tion is requested, is responsible for the organization, direction,
management and administration, and control of supply and service
functions or departmental activities including the operation of a
wholesale distribution system for supplies. Also included in the
Defense Supply Agency responsibilities are the administration and
supervision of the Department of Defanse coordinated procurement
program, the Federal catalog system, excess and surplus disposal
{personal property) program, the defense material utilization program,
the item entry control program, the industrial plant equipment
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program, the technical (RDT&E) report services and the centralized
referral system for displaced DoD employees. In fulfilling the desig-
nated mission, the Defense Supply Agency continues toward the full
assumption of its responsibilities for providing uniform policies and
procedures in the field of inventory control, accounting, cataloging,
standardization, procurement, requirements computation, inspection
and quality control, mobilization and industrial readiness planning,
storage, inventory and distribution, maintaining technical logistics
data and information, and initiating value engineering projects. In
addition, the Defense Supply Agency has been assigned the mission
for consolidation of the Contract Administration Services of the
Army, the Navy, the Air Force and the National Aeronautics and
Space Administration. . .

This authorization will provide for alterations of a two-story
industrial-type structure, water quality control and road drainage
improvements at the Defense Construction Supply Center, Columbus,
Ohio; warchouse lighting and power improvements at the Defense
Depot, Mechanicsburg, Pennsylvania; flammable storage facility
improvements, upgrade restroom facilities, fire protection and safety
devices and warehouse lighting and power improvements at the
Defense Depot, Memphis, Tennessee; warchouse lighting and power
improvements at the Delense Depot, Ogden, Utah; facility improve-
ments and heating plant pollution control at the Defense Electronics
Supply Center, Dayton, Ohio; upgrade interior electrical system and
facility improvements at the Defense Industrial Plant Kquipment
Tracility, Atchison, Kansas; and an operations facility, environmental
improvements and upgrade restaurant facility at the Defense Personnel
Support Center, Philadelphia, Pennsylvania. ’

NATIONAL SECURITY AGENCY (NSA)

The National Security Agency, for which $2,363,000 in new authori-
zation is requested, replaced the former Armed Forces Security
Agency and was created by the Secretary of Defense in 1949 to unify
the separate organizations within cach military department. The
National Security Agency, under the direction and control of the
Secretary of Defense, performs highly specialized technical and
coordinating functions relating to its mission of national security and
intelligence production.

This authorization will provide for an operations building addition
and modernization of bachelor enlisted quarters of NSA Headquarters,
Fort George G. Mead, Maryland.

Derenst NucLEar AcEncy (DNA)

The Defense Nuclear Agency for which $5,458,000 in new authoriza-
tion is requested has four major areas of responsibility as its mission:
(1) Staff ‘advice and assistance on nuclear weapons matters to the
Secretary of Defense, the Joint Chiefs of Staff, the Military Depart-
ments, and other Government Agencies; (2) consolidated management
of the DoD Nuclear Weapons Stockpile; (3) management of DoD
Nuclear Weapons Testing and Nuclear Weapons Effects Research
Programs; and (4) performing technical studies and analysis, and
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coordinating directives on nuclear related matters for the Department
of Defense.

This authorization will provide waterfront improvements ot
Johnston Atoll and the first phase of the cleanun of Eniwetok Atoll,
Mazshall Distriet/Trust Territory of the Pacific Islands.

OFFICE, SECRETARY OF DEFENSE

The Office, Secretary of Defense is provided $15,000,000 in new
authorization for emergency construction authorization for the Secre-
tary of Defense to provide for unforeseen construction requirements
which he considers vital to the security of the United States.

Testimony indicated there is currently a balance of $25.9 million
in the fund, and that the average usage over the past five years lins
been about $22 million per year.

TITLE V—MILITARY FAMILY HOUSING AND
JTOMEOWNERS ASSISTANCE PROGRAMS

Set forth below is a recapitulation of new authorization for appro-
priations provided for family housing and homeowners assistance for
fiscal year 1975.

Construction of new housing (7,120 units) . . __ . _._______ $241, 459, 060
Army (2,460 units) - _ - 82, 396, GOO
Navy (3,358 units) - _ 118, 378, 960:
Air Foru‘ (1,300 units) - . . o ____ 40, 143, 500
Defense Intelligence Agency (2units) . _____ .. __ Excess foreign currency
Demolition_ . __ o ____._ 540, 000

Construction of mobile home facilitics (440 spaces) . _ . ________ 1 é48 ()&)
Army (240 S0ACER) - o e . ‘J60 ”()()
Air Foree (200 Spaces) _ - - o o oo 858, ‘O()

Improvements to adequate quarters__._______________________ - 60 dOO 000
Army o e 20 000 (‘00
Navy, including Marine Corps. - .. ________.__. 20 (500 000
Alr Foree.. . . e 20, 600, U(‘()

Minor construetion. - . __ . _ . _______. o _3 "’66‘ (l()O

Planning . ()00 000

Total authorization for appropriation, construction. .. ___ . “.;&7_'%07 Ug(i

Operating exXpenses. . .. e 354, .538, 000

Yeasing _ 65, 340, 000

Maintenance of real property._ . _____ . ________________ 353, 299, (00

Debt payment, principal __________________________________. 105, 183, 000

Debt payment, interest and other expense____________________ 51, 454, 060

Mortgage insurance premiums, C &pohart & Wherry___ . ___.__ 2, 042, 000

Servicemen’s mortgage insurance premiums_ .. ________________ 3 ()hQ (Jﬂ()

Total authorization for appropriaticn, operation, mmnte-
nanee, and debt payment_ .. _______________________ ‘)%a, alo ()CO
ITomecowners assistance program____. _________________________ "w5 000 (]O()

Total authorization for appropriations (family housing &
homeowners assistance programs) . _____________. 1, 248, 422, 060
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Nuw Housing CONSTRUCTION

The committee has approved in Sections 501(a) and 505 of the bill,
authorization for the construction of 7,120 new housing units at 26
locations as follow: 2,460 units for Army; 3,358 units for the Navy;
1,300 units for the Air Force; and, two units for the Defense Intel-
licence Agency under the excess foreign currency program. 426 of the
Navy units are replacements for housing which are uneconomical to
retain and at locations where community support does not satisfy the
housing requirements of military families. Replacement of such
quarters is considered prudent action particularly in light of the
Department’s position regarding overall satisfaction of the housing
deficit. Defense witnesses pointed out that the Department has
“turned the corner” with respect to the deficit, estimating that the
projected deficit for F-4s and above prior to any ¥'Y 1975 authoriza-
tion is about 12,000 units; this is borne out by the fact that 619 of
the projects are considered in the “terminal” range or satisfying over
80, of housing requirements. Although over 849, of the units re-
quested by the Army and Navy were justified solely upon a projected
buildup of strength at the locations programmed, this Committec has
been informed that such buildups are a result of base realignment
actions which in some instances have already taken place; less than
79, of the units requested by Air Force were justified solely on pro-
jected strength buildup. '

Of the 10,462 units requested by the Department in the bill, 3,000
were programmed based on requirements of military personnel hereto-
fore considered ineligible for assignment to family quarters, i.e., E—1s
through E-3s and E-4s with less than 2 years service and no active
duty commitment of 6 years. Defense witnesses stated that the pro-
oramming of these 3,000 units was accomplished in order to keep pace
with the proposed extension of other cntitlements attendant to Per-
manent Change of Station moves for this personnel category. Since
the Department for several years has included all E-4s in its pro-
oramming base to justify new housing construction, and this year’s
justification data also includes E-1s through E-3s, and such data
reflects a terminal need for 619, of the projects, the committee is in
accord with the Defense witness’ observation that the Department’s
housing deficit is now at a “manageable level.” However, the com-
mittee is not fully in accord with the Department’s plan to construct
3,000 two-bedroom family housing units for use by these one-tour,
young, married couples. Accordingly, the committee has reduced the
nhumber of such units to 1,458, distributed among installations of rela-
tive higher priority. The 1,542 units deleted from the request effect a
savings of $39,446,040. However, in approving a reduced effort ip this
regard the committee cxpects the Department of Defense to clearly -
state in its policy on assignment, that thesc units, as well as other
adequate public.quarters, will not be made available to junior enlisted
personnel (I-1s through E-4s) who have not formally committed
themselves to an active duty carcer of at least three years, unless;
(1) The Department is assurcd that the adequate public quarters
available .at an installation exceed the requirements of “eligible”. .
families assigned thereto; or, (2) there are special circumstances in-
volving personal hardship or military necessity. The committee has
taken such action in recognition of the fact that progression through
the ranks varies greatly from one service to the other. An enlisted man
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in one service can achieve the rank of Ii—4 after orly 1% years and
thereby qualify for family housing; but, in a different service it is
conceivable that after three years an individual can still be an E-3
and not qualify for housing. The committee has decided to meet the
Department halfway in this trial program to correct such inequities.

Subsequent to the action taken above, the remaining units and
attendant resources for Fort Campbell (1,000 units) and the Naval
Complex Norfolk (250 units) plus the $300,000 budgeted for demoli-
tion associated with the Norfolk project, were disapproved; in all
these cases, it is the committee’s understanding that despite the
general housing situation throughout the country, community support
at these locations has grown to a significant degree and continues to
grow. This fact, coupled with the number of units authorized for
these installations in prior years on which there is still no beneficial
occupancy, mandates deferral of the projects in question. By dis-
approving these additional 1,250 units, savings have been generated
in the amount of $40,580,400. Additionally, the committee felt
compelled to disapprove the 300 units proposed for Okinawa in light
of reversion agreements with the Governraent of Japean, and to reduce
the proposed project for Clark Air Base by 250 units. The latter
action was taken in the belief that the Department should move more
cautiously with construction in this arca in light of changing condi-
tions. These additional actions effect savings of $15,936,500. As
required in Section 501 of the bill, the Department of Defense has
begun coordination of the proposed FY 1975 program with the
Secretary of the Department of Housing and Urben Development
with respect to the availability of adequate private housing at loca-
tions in the domestic portion of the program.

In Section 501(b) of the bill, the committee has approved the
Department of Defense request for provision of 440 spaces for mobile
homes owned by military personnel, as follow: 240 spaces for the
Army; and, 200 spaces for the Air Force. Mobile home living is
continually growing in popularity particularly with those persounel
m the lower pay brackets who desire homeownership. Too often,
restrictions on children and pets preclude our young military families
from exercising their preference for mobile home owrnership. Accord-
ingly, the committee continues to support the efforts by Defense to
provide necessary parking spaces and faci'ities on-post in areas where
community facilities are found lacking.

The committee felt it was necessary to add a new subsection (c) to
Section 501, specifically authorizing demolition of existing structures
on proposed housing sites for the Bremerton project. Total cost of
the demolition is estimated to be $540,000 and in light of the magni-
tude of the cost, and the Department’s request to exclude such costs
from the statutory limitations, specific authorization is considered
warranted.

Cost Lamitations oN NEw CONSTRUCTION

The Department has requested increases to the average and
maximum domestic and overseas cost limitations: The maximum cost
per unit for both areas was requested at $46,000 (4.5%, increase over
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last year); the average unit cost for housing in the United States
(excluding IHawaii and Alaska) was requested at $30,000 (9.19
increase over last year); and, the average unit cost for housing in
overseas areas was requested at $40,000 (an increase of 8.19 over
last year). Additionally, the Department requested two changes from
the norm of prior years: (1) exclusion of “unusual site development
costs” from the cost limitation DoD-wide vice by individual military
department as heretofore. With respect to excluding “unusual site
development costs” from the cost limitations, the committee found
this connotation to be so vague and subject to possible abuse that
subsection (¢) was added to Section 501 as covered above. In this
regard, the committee has excluded from the cost limitations the
$540,000 associated with demolition for the Bremerton project, but has
narrowed the exclusion to more meaningful specifics. With respect to
applying the domestic averago cost limitation DoD-wide vice by
individual military department, the committee concurs. It should
be noted that if the individual departmental average had been main-
tained, and the Department of Defense request for new construction
had been accepted, tho domestic average unit prices would have
been: $28,243 for Army, $31,094 for Navy, and $26,001 for Air
Force (increase/decrease over last year of +2.79%, 4-13.19%, and
—5.5%, respectively).

In light of the inflationary trend in the residential construction
market, the committee has approved the modest increases to cost
limitations sought by the Department cxcept for the average cost
limitation for CONUS projects which now prices out at $29,500 due
to deletion of the projects covered above. Additionally, the committee
has approved application of the domestic average cost limitation on a
DoD-wide basis. The committee has also approved Section 504 which
makes the new cost limitations applicable to all prior authorizations
for construction of family housing not heretofore repealed and for
which construction contracts have not been executed prior to enact-
ment of the Act. Defense has informed the committee that 2,166
units from I'Y 1973 and 3,332 units from 'Y 1974 (5,498 total) will
most probably require execution under the new cost limitations
approved for F'Y 1975,

ImprovEMENTS TO ExisTing FamMiny QUARTERs

In Section 503, the committee approved the Department’s request .
to accomplish improvements to existing family housing in the total
amount of $60 million ($20 million for each military department).
The committee is of the opinion that there is a neced to accelerate this
program component in relation to the overall housing deficit. The
Defense witness has testified to an estimated backlog of over $700
million, and the committee agrees with the witness’ okbservation that
there is no other single program component that will pay quicker
dividends in terms of increased morale to military families, and liva-
bility of the structures themselses, Accordirgly, in light of the im-
provement, backlog and manageability of the overall deficit, the
committee expects to sce greater emphasis placed on the improvement
component of the housing program in follow-on years.
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Excuerions to Cost LiMitarions, DEFICIENCY AUTHORIZATION,
anp Use or Excess FornioN CURRENCY

There were three [oreign new construction projects at two locations
(Keflavik, Iceland, and Warsaw, Poland) which, because of excessively
high construction costs, the Department requested to be exempted
from statutory cost limitations. The two projects at Keflavik involve
new authorization for 200 units averaging $4%8,000 per unit for a total
of $9.6 million, and the 150-unit project authorized in KY 1974
averaging $49,773 per unit totaling $7.466,000. The latter project
was estimated last yvear to cost $6 miilion but reevaluation of con-
struction costs indicate that an additional $1,466,000 (24.4%), or
$9,773 per unit, will be required. The project for Warsaw, Poland,
involves two units for personnel assizned to the Defense Attache
Office (DAQ); the project is estimated to cost $120,000 with payment
heing made through use of excess foreign currency. Use of excess
foreiga currency has been successful in past years in obtaining family
housing in several foreign countries. The Departiment is reminded
that irrespective of the fact that the State Department acts as con-
struction agent for housing built or acquired for DAO personnel,
the square foot limitations codified in 10 U.3. Code 2684 (Section 509
of Public Law 93-166, 87 Stat. 661, 677) remain applicable. The
committee has approved the Department’s request as contained in
Sections 505(a) and (c) trusting that the cost estimates made for the
Keflavik project this year are more accurate than last year’s attempt.
Section 505 (b), which requested an exception to the cost limitations
and increase to the dollar authorization for the FY 1974 Keflavik
project, is not favorably considered in light of the magnitude of other
construction planned for this location during the same time frame.
Accordingly, the deficiency authorization requested in Section 509,
a collateral action effected by the request in Secticn 505(b), is also
disapproved.

IMPROVEMENTS TO QUARTERS IN KXcESS OF KEXISTING STATUTORY
LaviTATIONS

The Department, in Section 506, requested authority to accomplish
repairs and improvements to existing public quarters in excess of
the $15,000 per unit limitation prescribed in Section 610(a) of Public

. T.aw 90-110, as amended. The committes approved the three projects
requested as follows: for Fort McNair, Washington, District of Colum-
bia, the Army proposes to spend $35,100 per unit for five units to
provide central air conditioning, modernized kitchens, and other
associabed work; it is the second increment of a pregram to upgrade
15 general officer quarters, the first increment being authorized
last year; the project at Fort Sam Houston, Texas, averages $16,806
per unit and involves 140 single-story enlisted units built between
1931 and 1934. The units are in sound structural condition but lack
efficient traffic patterns, fixtures, and electrical capacity to equate
to present day standards;and, the Air Force would revamp the existing
heating and sir conditioning system for the AFLC (gommander’s
residence at Wright-Patterson Air Force Base since the existing
system produces extreme temperature variations throughout the
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structure and proper balancing has become impossible due to the
deteriorated condition of the present system.

Douestic LEASING

The Department requested in Section 507(a): KExtension of the
program through FY 1976; increases to the average and maximum
cost limitations; inclusion of Alaska with Hawaii in the higher cost
limits; an increase to the numerical ceiling by 3,000 for personnel
previously considered ineligible for housing; and, a special exemption
from the maximum cost limitation of the $310 requested to permit
a maximum of $400 for each of 1,000 leases. The latter request to-
gether with justification data in support thereof were submitted to
the committec subsequent to introduction of the Bill.

 The request to exempt 1,000 leases from the maximum cost limita-
tion to permit & $400 maximum was disapproved by the committee.
Justification was scant; one service would express no difficulty with
locations another service gave as representative of difficulty in ob-
taining adequately priced housing. The rationale requiring recruiters
to live in downtown metropolitan high-cost areas near their duty
stations is not considered valid in light of routine commuting to
and from the suburbs experienced by millions of workers in the private
sector. The committee also disapproved 3,000 new leases for junior
enlisted personnel. Although the committec has met the Department
halfway on a trial construction program for this category of per-
sonnel, expansion of the leasing program is felt to be premature
until rosults of the trial construction program are known; disallowing
these leases has effected a reduction of $2,898,000.

The requested increase to the average and maximum cost limitations
for areas other than Alaska and Hawaii was approved as being in line
with Consumer Price Index Data, published by the Bureau of Labor
Statistics. The committee also approved including Alaska with Hawaii
in separate cost limitations, but did not agree with the requested in-
creases to the cost limitations for these areas; accordingly, the com-
mittee approved an average of $315 (increase of 24 %) per month and
maximum of $375 (increase of 25%,) vice the $335 and $430 requested
respectively. The increases authorized are felt to be sufficient for these
arcas until experience indicates to the contrary. The committee has
approved extension of the program through FY 1976.

ForeigN LEASING

The committee in Section 507 (b) approved the Department’s re-
quest to increase the average cost limitation by approximately 9%
which is the estimated average inflation rate in countries where the
authority is mostly used, together with expansion of the program
from 7,500 to 12,000 leases. However, the committee is disturbed
about the continuing proliferation of high-cost government-leased
family housing in overseas areas. It is noted that most of these arc over-.
sized units far exceeding the standards authorized the Department of
Defense by Congress for the construction program. Last year the
committee in their report stated that it expected the Department of
Defense to closely monitor and control the foreign Teasing program
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with a view toward reducing the cost of high-priced leases. It does not
appear to this committee that the Department of Defense has gained
control of the program nor made much progress in reducing higi—cost
leases. It is strongly recommended that the Department of Defense
develop uniform criteria for assessing the suitability of leased housing
in foreign countries. Reliance on the Department of State certification
of suitability and lack of ostentatiousness, as is now the case, is not
considered sufficient justification for executing high-cost leases.

The committec is not impressed with the alleged need for oversized
high-cost leased quarters for entertsinment purposes on a widespread
routine basis, nor for the need to provide quarters in the heart of the
high-priced metropolitan areas, particularly in light of the available
Station’ Housing Allowance which is a supplemental payment to the
individual above his Basic Allowance for Quartars. Since the Depart-
ment of Defense considers one hour commuting time as reasonable in
assessing adequate community support for other elements of the hous-
ing program, Department of Defense should apply the same criteria to
its foreign leasing program.

Accordingly, the committee is further limiting the number of high-
cost leases for which the Secretary of Defense may waive the statutory
cost limits to not more than 150 family housing units vice the current
300, and is disapproving the request to increase the maximum average
cost from the current $625 per unit per month. In order to reduce the
number of leases covered by exception to 150, the committee does not
intend for the Department to cancel existing leases, but rather expects
the Department not to renew or enter into new leases in order to meet
the objective. The committee intends to review this program in detail
next year and expects the Department of Defense to make significant
progress in this area.

KFamiry Housing MANAGEMENT ACCOUNT

Before 1963, various functions involved in administration of defense
family housing programs were finarced from 16 different appropria-
tions available to the Military Departments. Comprehensive overall
program management and review were nearly impossible. The com-
mittee strongly urged the establishment in 1963 of the Family Housing
Management Account. In it, the numerous fund sources were comi.
bined into a single account, thus enabling more effective administra-
tion and coordination of the family housing program. The committee
feels that a strong family housing program is essential to retention of
our carcer military personnel and to assist in reaching the all-volunteer
foree goal.

During the 12 years (1963 through 1974) since the single account
was started, almost $9 billion have been made available for military
family housing. By function, this amount comprises $2.2 billion for
construction, $4.8 billion for operation and maintenance, and $2.0
billion for debt payment. Construction includes provision for about
84,000 new family housing units, improvements to bring existing
units to modern standards of livability, certain mobile home facilities,
and the related planning and design.
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Operation and maintenance costs over the 12-year period have
averaged about $1,000 annually per family housing unit including
leasing costs. The committee knows that this long-term average is
not representative of today’s high costs, which have increased sharply
in the last few years. In approving this year’s operation and mainte-
nance request, the committee has taken into account the fact that
costs of labor, materials, fuels, utilities, etc., are at record highs, as
well as the continuing attempts by the Military Departments to
reduce the large backlog of deferred maintenance.

The debt payment part of the account provides for payment of
principal, interest and mortgage insurance premiums on some 170,000
Capehart and acquired Wherry housing” units, for repayment to
Commodity Credit Corporation of $6 million annually for foreign
currencies derived from sales of surplus commodities and made
available in prior years for housing in foreign countries, and for
payment to the Federal Housing Administration of mortgage insurance
premiums on behalf of servicemen buying their own homes. These
support costs average about $165 million per year and, being based
mostly on mortgage amortization schedules, do not vary much from
year to-ycear.

The committee believes the Family Housing Management Account
has provided an excellent means of focusing attention on this important
program. It has been and continues to be an effective channel for
timely and judicious application of resources to the many facets of
the family housing program. This business-like process should continue
to provide the committee and the Department of Defense a prime
vehicle for deciding the worthiness of the various family housing
program proposals. ‘

AUTHORIZATION FOR APPROPRIATION OF FUNDs

The committee in subsection 508(1) of the bill has approved
authorization for appropriation of $307,907,060 for the construction
portion of the family housing program; this amount is a reduction of
$95,062,940 from the $403,870,000 requested due to deletion of
1,542 new units for families previously considered ineligible for
housing ($39,446,040) the 1,250 units remaining for the Naval Com-
plex, Norfolk, and Fort Campbell ($40,580,400), the 300 unit project
for Kadena Air Base ($9,405,000), and reduction to 250 units from
the 500 requested for Clark Air Base ($6,531,500). The committee
has approved in subsection 508(2), $935,515,000 for operation,
maintenance, and debt payment, a reduction of $2,898,000 as a result
of disapproving tho Department’s request to expand the domestic
leasing program by 3,000 units for that category of personnel pre-
viously considered ineligible for housing. $5,000,000 was approved
by the committee in Section 508(3) for the Homeowners Assistance
Program. This program was authorized by Section 1013 of Public
Law 89-754 and the defense witness has certified that the appropria-
tion is necded to continue assistance to the residue of applicants from
the significant base realignment actions announced on April 17, 1973
and to assist personnel involved in the more recent Army and Air
Force Air Defense site reductions and Headquarters realignments.
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TITLE VI—GENERAL PROVISIONS

Section 601 is authorization language identical to section 601 in
last year’s Act (P.1.. 93-166). It has the effect of continuing authoriza-
tion to the Secretary of each military department to develop installa-
tions and facilities under this Act free of the following limitations:

31 USC 529 which specifies the general prohibition against
advances of publie monies,

10 USC 4774 and 9774 which establishes limitations upon con-
struction of permanent structurcs, in the absence of other
authorization, and

40 USC 255 which prohibits acquisition of land by purchase
until a written opinion in favor of Title validity has been
obtained.

"The prohibitions specitied in the first and third limitations cited
above, if applied, would preclude timely construction in instances
of military mnecessity. Section 601 grants exceptions to these
limitations.

Section 602 is language which custoraarily appears in each annual
military construction Act and corresponds to the equivalent section
in prior year Acts (e.g., Sec. 602, P.L. 93-166), except that the dollar
amounts are changed to the amounts of authorization for projects
contained in titles I, IT, III, IV, and V, of the Act. It limits the
amount which may be appropriate to carry out the projects author-
ized by separate titles of the Act.

Section 603 is identical to section 603 in last year’s Act (P.L.
93-166) except for one change. This section has the effect of author-
izing the Secretary concerned, at his diseretion, to increase the
amount of authorization as it appears in titles I, 11, III, or IV of
this Act for bases inside the United Statés other than Hawaii and
Alaska by 59, and for bases outside the United States or in Hawaii
and Alaska by 109 provided that he determines that such increase
(1) is required for the sole purpose of meeting unusual variations in
cost arising and in connection with that project, and (2) could not
have been reasonably anticipated at the time such project was sub-
mitted to the Congress. However, when the authorization involves
only one project at a named military installation, tae amount author-
ized may be increased up to 25%. The total costs of all projects in
each such title may not be more than the total amount authorized
to be appropriated for projects in that title.

At multi-project military installations, contracts for an individual
project may not be awarded until 30 days after a report is furnished
the Armed Services Committees, if the estimated cost of the project
is $250,000 or more and the current working estimate of the Depart-
ment of Defense, based on bids received exceeds 259%, of the amount
authorized for the project (normally on. Forms DD-1391). An annusl
report is required covering any project on which the current working
estimate based upon bids received exceeded the amount authorized
by the Congress by more than 25% and also on projects whose scope
has been reduced to permit awards within available authorization.

The only change from last year’s Act involves addition of subsection
(¢). Subscction (e) provides authority to exceed the limitations
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contaimed in subsections (a), (b) and (¢) up to a maximum of an
additional 10 percent if it is determined such increase is required to
meet unusual cost increases directly attributable to difficulties arising
out of the current energy crisis and its attendant inflationary effects.
This is a one time authorization intended solely to permit proceeding
with F'Y 1973 and FY 1974 projects not yet completely designed, and
projects in the F'Y 1975 program the estimates for which, never en-
visaged the added cost required to finance fuel and energy saving
measures now necessary under a National effort to reduce energy
consumption.

Section 604 is similar to scction 604 in last year’s Act (P.1., 93-166).
This section has the effect of dirccting that construction executed
under this Act (1) be done by the Army Corps of Engineers or the
Naval Facilities Engineering Command, or such other department or
Government agency as the Secretaries of the military departments
recommend and the Secretary of Defense approves to assure efficient,
expeditious "and cost-effective accomplishment; (2) that the Secre-
taries of the military departments report annually to the President
of the Senate and the Speaker of the House a breakdown of the dollar
valuo of contracts by the construction agencies, together with the
design, construction supervision, and overhead fees charged by such
agencies; (3) that all contracts (except for architect and engineering .
contracts which, unless otherwise authorized, shall continue to be
awarded in accordance with presently established procedures, customs
and practice) be awarded insofar as practicable on a competitive basis to
the lowest responsible bidder; and (4) the Secretaries of the military
departments report annually to the President of the Senate and the
Speaker of the House with respect to all contracts awarded on other
than a competitive basis to the lowest responsible bidder.

Section 605 is similar to the repeal set out in last year's Act (Sec.
605, P.L. 93-166) and continues in effect the previously established
policy of repealing military construction authorizations that have
not been used within a specified period after enactment. As a result,
after October 1, 1975, only those authorizations, with certain excep-
tions, which are contained in Public Laws and enacted subsequent
to November 29, 1973, would continue to remain available.

Section 606 corresponds to section 606 of last year’s Act (P.L.
93-166). This section prescribes the cost limitations for permanent
barracks and bachelor officer quarters, but increases these limitations.

Under this section, the cost limitations as stated in dollar amounts
in the Act are applicable where the area construction cost index is
1.0. The cost limitations in areas where the arca construction cost
index is more or less than 1.0 will be computed and would be pro-
portionately higher or lower. For example, if the area construction
cost index was 1.05, the cost limitation for permanent barracks would
be $32.55 per square foot. :

This section would make the new cost limitations of $31.00 per
square foot for permanent barracks and $33.00 per square foot for
bachelor officer quarters retroactive to projects which have been
previously authorized, but not contracted for as of the time of enact-
ment. The previous cost limitations were $28.50 and $30.50,
respectively.
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Section 607 has been added to revise upward the current A/K
contract cost “floor’’ above which the Military Services must report
to the Armed Services Committees of the House of Representatives
and the Senate 30 days prior to obligation of any A/E contract esti-
mated to cost $150,000 or more. This notification procedure 30 days
prior to obligation applies to all advance planning, design and archi-
tectural services for projects to be financed from monies hereafter
appropriated. Since this provision was enacted into law some eight
years ago, construction costs have escalated approximately 80 per-
cent. Accordingly, the current $150,000 figure should be revised
upward to more accurately reflect the intent for control of such obli-
gations as measured in terms of today’s costs.

Section 608 was added to the bill by the committee. It would
authorize the Secretary of Defense, under certain conditions, to assist
communities located near the Trident support site in meeting the
costs of providing increased municipal. services and facilities to their
residents, these increases being the direct result of locating the support
site in the area. This provision is identical to the one previously
approved by the Congress to provide similar relief for the Anti-
Ballistic Missile sites in Montana and North Dakota.

Section 609 added by the committee to clarify and make certain
technical amendments to recently approved F.L. 93-346, which
designates the premises occupied by the Chief of Naval Operations
as the temporary official residence of the Vice President.

Section 610 was added by the committee to permit the Secretaries
of the military departments to adjust the surcharge on selling prices
in commissary stores to provide funds for construction and improve-
ment of commissary sales stores.

Section 611 added by the committee would modify the law in regard
to the change in status of any member of the uniformed services who
isin a missing status unless and until certain conditions are met.

Section 612. This provision places restrictions on the obligation of
funds provided for the expansion of the Naval Communications
Station on the island of Diego Garcis in the Indian Ocean.

Scction 613. This section grants authority to the Secretary of the
Army to convey to the Ozark Public Building Authority, an agency
of the City of Ozark, Alabama, approximately 45 acres of land, now
a part of the Fort Rucker military reservation. The purpose of the
conveyance is to permit the construction, at no cost to the govern-
ment, of a new United States Army Aviation museum.

TITLE VII—RESERVE FORCES FACILITIES

Army National Guard.__ ..o $53, 800, 000
Army ReREIVE . . o e 38, 604, 000
Naval and Marine Corps Reserve. . - o oo oo 18, 532, 000
Air National Guard. . e 33, 000, 000
Air Yorce Reserve . ..o oo oo e e e 14, 000, 000

Total - o e m 157, 932, 000

As noted in the above tabular summary, Title VII of the FY 1975
authorization request totals $157.9 million for new authorization
to support the facilities programs of the Guard and Reserve Com-

Approved For Release 2005/06/09 : CIA-RDP75B00380R000700050001-3



Approved For Release 2005/06/0%9: CIA-RDP75B00380R000700050001-3

ponents. The committee added $7 million to the amount requested for
the Air National Guard. Aircraft conversions within the Air Guard
since the bill was submitted to the Congress generated additional
construction requirements totaling around $11 million. These con-
versions particularly relate to the F-106, A-7, F-4 and C-130E air-
craft. The committee believes the additional amount granted will
alleviate the most pressing requirements.

The_Title VII appropriation request for FY 1975 compares vory
favorably with the F'Y 1974 and FY 1973 requests of $128.8 million
and $121.8 million, respectively, and is clearly indicative of the con-
tinuing effort to place increasing emphasis on the Guard and Reserve
Facilities programs.

This increasing emphasis reflects firm congressional and Depart-
ment of Defense recognition of the Guard and Reserve Forces as
an essential element of the first line defensive military force. In addi-
tion, it reflects due consideration of the Defense determination that
the Guard and Reserve Forces will serve in future national emergencies
as the primary source of military manpower under the Total Force
Policy. In furtherance of these vital missions, it is planned to maintain
this emphasis on facilities in consonance with corresponding efforts
in other Reserve activities to effect significant improvements in the
training and combat readiness of the Guard and Reserve Forces.

Under the lump sum authorization procedure for Reserve forces
construction, the Congress will again be furnished advance notification
concerning the location, nature, and estimated cost of all specific
projects proposed to be undertaken within the lump sum amounts
provided each Guard and Reserve component.

Title VII also includes, in Section 703, a proposed further amend-
ment to. 10 USC 2233 a(1), as amended, to change the figure $50,000
to $100,000 in recognition of the 246 percent escalation in construction.
costs since 1958. This adjustment will provide the Reserve components
needed flexibility in accomplishing essential minor construction and
other small projects utilizing lump sum authorization.

RESERVE FORCES FACILITIES—ESTIMATED STATUS OF LUMP-SUM AUTHORIZATIONS
(AS OF APR. 1, 1974)

{In thousands of dollars]

Army Air Force
Navy and
National Marine corps National
Guard Reserve Reserve Guard Reserve Total
Lump-sum authorization (cumulative
fiscal years 1963-74)______._______ 161, 506 144,700 107, 153 134,373 56, 750 €03, 282
Estimate of authorization to ke com-
mitted through fiscal year 1974_____ 157,689 142, 837 105, 290 134,012 56, 650 595, 278
Uncommitted balance.....__.__ 3,817 1,863 1,863 361 100 8,004
Added by present bill __.____________ 53, 800 43,700 18, 532 26, 000 14,000 156, 032
Total available for fiscal year
1975 .. 57,617 45, 563 20, 395 26, 361 14,100 164, 036
Estimated commitments in fiscal year
7 S, 53, 800 45, 563 18, 532 26, 361 14,000 158, 256
Estimated . residual authoriza-
tion, end fiscal year 1975_..__ 3,817 0 1,863 0 100 5,780
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The enactment of this measure will authorize the expenditure of
$3,079,651,060, of which $157,932,000 is for the Reserve Components.

DerARTMENTAL Data

This measure is part of the Deparsment of Defense legislative pro-
gram for Fiscal Year 1975 and has the approval of the Office of Man-
agement and Budget as is evidenced by the letter set forth below from
the Secretary of Defense dated April 4, 1974,

THE SECRETARY OF DD EFENSE,
Washington, D.C., April 4, 1974,
Hon. Geranp R. Forp,
President of the Senate,
Washington, D.C.

Drar Mg, PursipenT: There is forwarded herewith a draft of leg-
islation “To authorize certain construction at military installations
and for other purposes.”

This proposal is a part of the Department of Defense legislative
program for FY 1975. The Office of Management and Budget on
March 19, 1974, advised that its enactment would be in accordance
with the program of the President.

This legislation would authorize military construction needed by
the Department of Defense at this tirae, and would provide additional
authority to cover deficiencies in essential construction previously
authorized. Appropriations in support of this legislation are provided
for in the Budget of the United States Government for the F'Y 1975.

Titles I, II, IIT, and IV of this proposal would authorize $1,780,165,-
000 in new construction for requirements of the Active Forces, of
which $696,815,000 are for the Department of the Army; $567,674,000
for the Department of the Navy; $468,276,000 for the Department of
the Air Force; and $47,400,000.for the Defense Agencies.

"itle V contains legislative recommendations considered necessary
to umplement the Department of Defense family housing program
and authorizes $1,347,283,000 for costs of that program for FY 1975.
Title VI contains General Provisions generally applicable to the
Military Construction Program.

Title VII totaling $150,932,000 vrould authorize construction for
the Reserve Components, of which $53,800,000 is for the Army
National Guard; $38,600,000 for the Army Reserve; $18,532,000 for
the Naval and Marine Corps Reserves; $26,000,000 for the Air
National Guard; and $14,000,000 for the Air Force Reserve. These
authorizations are in lump sum amounts and will be utilized in
accordance with the requirements of chapter 133, title 10, United
States Code.

The projects which would be authorized by this proposal have
been reviewed to determine if environmental impact statements
are required in accordance with Public Law 91-190. Required environ-
mental statements will be submitted to the Congress by the military
departments when necessary procedures have been completed.

Sincerely,
James R. SCHLESINGER.
inclosure,
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StaTE LisT: SuMMARY oF NEw AurTHoRITY GRANTED IN THE BILL
(Excrusive or Faminy HousiNng AND POLLUTION ABATEMENT)

INSIDE THE UNITED STATES

State
State, department or component, and name of installation Cost total
Alabama. .o e recme e memcmeamem—me—m e —————— e
Army:
Anniston Army Depot._ .. . cecceacemcaen———— $5, 388, 000
Fort McClellan 17,344,000
Fort Rucker___.. 3,906, 000 ..
. Redstone Arsenal 10,322,000 ..
Air Force: Maxwell AFB, Montgomery_ 2,500,0
LAY g U R
Arm
Fort Greedy. oo e i ecanecccceeecaeeccme e ————-
Fort Richardson._
Fort Wainwright

Navy: Naval Station, Adak
Air Force:

Eielsan- AFB, Fairbanks ..o e 310,000 _oeooeeeae
. Various localions_ ... ouo oo 15,242,000 ... ...
ATIZONA. - o oo nremccama e
rmy:

Fort Huachuca._ ..

Yuma Proving Grou
Navy: Marine Corps Air Station, Yuma
Air Force:

Davis Monthan AFB, Tucson 3,009,000 ...
Williams AFB, Chandler. 5,849,000 ... .. __...
ATKANSAS e e e e m e o e e m e mmn o m e emmm e m e —————— 5, 818, 000
Air Force:
Blythevilie AFB, Blythevitle . .. s 675,000 ___.___.._...
Little Rock AFB, Little Rock_ .. 5 141,000 .. __.____...
CalifOIMIa. e e ccaccrmc e irarecceeimcmceesmccnar e meremecremmemmenm——mm—a———n 138, 563, 000
Army:
Fort Ord. e 3,660,000 ... .. __._l_.
Hunter-Liggett Military Reservation. - 1,108,000 __
Presidio of Monterey ___ .. . ... - 3,107,000 __
Sacramente Army Depot. ... 2,599, 000 _
N Sierra Army Depot. . s 717,000 ..
avy: .
Naval Regional Medical Center, Camp Pendleton 7,619, 000
Naval Weapons Genter, China Lake___.. 8, 371,000
Long Beach Naval Shipyard, Long Beach 6,011, 000
Naval Air Station, Miramar.__.__ 11,772, 000
Naval Air Station, North Istand_._.__ 12,943,000 _
Naval Construction Battalion Center, Port H 1,048,000 -
Naval Electronics Laboratory Center, San Diego 3,238,000 -
Naval Regional Medical Center, San Diego- .. 13,493,000 -
Naval Training Center, San Dieg0..cveevuan 8,657,000 -
Navy Submarine Support Facility, San Diego.....___. , 234,000 .
Naval Weapons Station, Seal Beach , 147, -
Naval Air Rework Facility, Alameda____ . iammnen 1,638,000 .
Naval Hospital, Lemoore_____.___.__ . - 333,000 -
Naval Air Station, Moffett Field__._ . - - 77,000 .
Naval Communications Station, StoCKtON. . o ne v emcmmcereceman 1,102,000 .
Mare Istand Naval Shipyard, Vallejo____ , 301, -
Marine Corps Supply Center, Barstow. ... 1,463,000 _
Marine Corps Base, Camp Pendleton___ , 271,000 .
Marine Corps Base, Twentynine Palms..- 397,000 -
Air Foree:
Edwards AFB, Muroc. .o oo 1,647,000 _
George AFB, Victorvil

Mather AFB, Sacrament , 143,000 _
McClellan AFB, Sacramemo...... 15,873,000 - -
Travis AFB, Fairfietd_ .. ____.___.__. 8,800,000 ..
Colorade. o e oo
Army: Fort Carson. .o onan oo eeccceeeeece -- 34,993,000 acarouoaoaas
Air Force:
Lowry AFB, Denver. . ... naa- 7,885,000 «eeeo.n
Peterson Field, Colorado Springs.— .- eo-- 6,889,000 e

Connecticut: Navy: Naval Submarine Base, New London. 4,971,000 4,971,000

Delaware: Air Force: Dover AFB, Dover__._..___._.___ 1,373, 000 1,373, 000

District of COlUMBIA. « - e oo oo ee et e e e m e mm e ————— §, 415, 000
Navy: . o

Naval District Commandant, Washington

Naval Research Laboratory, Washington_ .

Air Force: Bolling AFB, Washington o .. oo ey e
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INSIDE THE UNITiD STATES—Continued

State
State, depaﬂmentorcompunent and name of installation Cost total
Flonda ______________________________________________________________________________________ 64, 821, 000
Navy: .
Naval Air Statton, Cecil Field ... . eiaan 1, 534 000 ...
Naval Air Statlon, Jacksonville.. . .. _ - 6, 000 . -
Naval Regional Medical Center, Jacksonville. - 7,417,000 _ -
Naval Station, Mayport____ - _______.__ _ 3,239, 000 -
Maval Training Center, Orlando_.______.____ - 8,709,000 . -
Naval Coastal Systems Laboratary, Panama City_ _ - 795, 000 -
Naval Air Station, Pensacola: . __.__.______ - 19,448,000 _ -
Naval Technical Training Center, Pensacola__ - , 478,00 -
Naval Air Station, Whiting Field. ... e 1,561,000 ____..________

Air Force:

Eglin AFB, Valparaiso
MacDill AFB, Tampa..
Patrick AFB, Cocoa

LT T
Army:
Fart Benning - 36, 827, 000
FortGordon_...___.___. - 9, 858, 000 _
Fort Stewart/Hunter Army Airfield 42,197,000 .
Air Force: Robins AFB, Warner Robins.. 792, 000

Hawali e
Schofiefd Barracks . __ . _____ e .. 15,324,000 ... _._____.
Tripler General Hospital_____ e ,205,000 ... ._.
Navy:
Commander in Chief, Pacific, Oahu_____ . 2,700,000 ... _______.
Naval Ammunition Depot, Oahu__ - 95, 000 .
Naval Station, Peari Harbor.. _________ - 1,505, 000

pearl Harbor Naval Shipyard, Pearl Harbor___ .- 3,356,000 _

Naval Communication Statlon Honoluly, Wahiawa

Marine Corps Air Station, Kaneohe Bay

Air Force: Hickam AFB, Honolulu
Wlineis .. oo
Army: Rock Island Arsenal .___________________
Navy: Naval Training Center, Graat Lakes

Air Force: Scott AFB, Belleville

Indiana: Air Force: Grissom AFB, Peru 323,000
L 1 LU 40, 669, 000
Army:
Fort Leavenworth . . i 9,911,000 .. __________
Fort Riley 27,074,000 _
Air Force: McConneH AFB, Wichita 3,038,000 _
Defense Supply Agency: Defense Industrial Plant Equipmeni. Facility, Atchinson_ . 46,000 _____.________
K NtUCKY - e e e
Army
Fort Campbell e aan
Fort KnoxX. e
texington/Blue Grass Army Depot__
Louisiana

Army:Fort Polk. ... _______________ ...
Navy: Naval Support Activity, New Orleans__
Air Force: Barksdale AFB, Shreveport__
LTSS
Y )
Naval Air Station, Brunswick_ _._ .. .. eeeeaes
Naval Security Group Activity, Winter Harbor.
Portsmouth Naval Shipyard, Kittery_....._.

Aberdeen Provmg Ground
Fort Detrick
Forl Ritchie

y:
Naval Academy, Annapolis. ... .o oo eeaeecen 7,706, 000

National Navaf Medical Center, Bethesda 14,943,000 __
Uniformed Services University "of the Health Scisnces, 15,000,000 ..
Air Force: Andrews AFB, Camp Springs 14,699,000 __
National Security Agency Fort George G. Meade________ , 363, 00
Massachusetts: Army: Army Materials and Mechanics Research C 558, 000 558, 000
ot 7, 885,000
Air Force:
Kincheloe AFB, Kinross 835,000
K. I. Sawyer AFB Marquette 7,050, 000
L 31 o s
Navy : Naval Air Station, Meridian _ 1, 485, 000
Air Force:
Columbus AFB, Columbus. . 169,000 __
Keesler AFB, Biloxi. ... ... 7,297,000 .
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INSIDE THE UNITED STATES—Continued

State
State, department or component, and name of installation © QCost-- 7 .- total
VT ESSOUN - e e e e e e e e e m e e A mmm i m e = e cm e Nmmamememmmmmmmm—mmmZezzezaac 13, 430, 000
Army: Fort Leonard Wood - - oo oo im e ecemmm e 3,360,000 .. o_.._.
Air Force: . : ’ :
Richards-Gebaur AFB, Grandview . o .o com e oeimamcacccecemcana

Whiteman AFB, Knob Noster. ..o oo
Defense Mapping Agency: DMA Aerospace Center (St. Louis AFS), St. Louis_
Montana: Air Force: Malmstrom AFB, Great Falls._. ..o caoaaot , 740, 000
Nebraska: Air Force: Offutt AFB, Omaha ... - 5,595,000 . 5,595,000
Nevada: Air Force: Nellis AFB, Las Vegas. 6, 495, 000 6, 495, 000
New Hampshire . oo 2,630, 00
Army: Cold Regions Laboratories. !
Air Force: Pease AFB, Portsmouth..
‘New Jersey -
Army: Picatinny Arsenal_ -
Navy: Naval Air Test Facility, Lakehurst. -
Air Farce: McGuire AFB, Wrightstown _
‘New Mexico_ ... __________.._.
Army: White Sands Missile Range_._ .o G000
Air Force:
Cannon AFB, Clovis_. ... ...
Holloman AFB, Alamogordo . _
Kirtland AFB, Albuquerque__

NOW YOTK - - o e e e e e e e e e e i amm s mmmmmm—ammmaiems—nen= i
Army:
Seneca Army Depot___ ... . __ 815,000 ...
U.S. Military Academy 8,862,000 - ...
Waterviiet Arsenal ________._.._._ 3,256,000 - .o
Air Force:
Griffiss AFB, ROME._ .. i me e eemaaeaa 1,774,000
Plattsburgh AFB, Plattsburgh. . . an 882, 000
INOTER CaFOINA - - o - o e o e e < m e mm e ne oo
I;l\\lrmy: FOrE Bragg - oo e mmr e e 26,170, 000
avy:
Naval Regional Medical Center, Camp Lejeune.._. .. . .o oo 290, 000
Naval Air Rework Facility, Cherry Point . oo 252,000 ___
Marine Corps Air Station, New River_ . _ . oo 499,000 _
Marine Corps Base, Camp Lejeune_ .- 13, 864, 000 :
Marine Corps Air Station, Cherry Point. ... 1, 260, 0600
Air Force:
Pope AFB, Fayetteville . i eaan 730,000 - ...
Seymour-Johnson AFB, Goldshoro . 3,948,000 .. ... __
Minot AFB, Mino 238,000 238,000

20, 682,000

Air Force:
Newark AFS, Newark_
Wright Patterson AFB, Dayton
Defense Supply Agency:
Defense Construction Supply Center, Columbus_ .. _ocimmmaaaoe 1,862,000 (i iioaoo-a-
Defense Electronics Supply Center, Dayton_.__ 72,000 ... :
Oklahoma._...._..

Army: Fort Sill 16, 265, 000
Air Force:
Tinker AFB, Oklahoma City - o oo oo la 9,839,000 . __iooocan-a
Vance AFB, ERidecemo oo eeaae 6,798,000 .. . .. ...
PENNSYIVARIA . _ o oeoeee oz e oo M Semmmm e mSeo oo 8,688,000
ﬁrmy: Letterkenny Army Depot : 4,726,000 _o_ aoaeo-a-
avy:
Naval Ships Parts Control Genter, Mechanicsburg. ..o ooooencaeeeee 2,336,000 . ocoiaaoae
Naval Hospital, Philadelphia. .. ce e oo meemmm e 296,000 _______---.
Defense Supply Agency:
Defense Depot, Mechanicsburg. . .o oo oo S 394,000 .o
Defense Personnel Suppert Center, Philadelphia 936,000 ..o oo .-
Rhodﬁ ISVANG - - e e oo e oottt mmmmrmm—mmmmm e mmemammmemmmmmm o m s m e e e m 14, 427,,000
avy:
Naval Educat.on and Training Center, Newport 4,153,000 . oomoumaeo-
Naval Underwater Systems Center, Newport 10, 274, 000
GOULH CATOHNA o oo oo oo e e fmmm e e e s — e —mmwmmmm e mmmam e iaizsezzie 48, 356,000
Army: Fort JaCKSON. oo oo emmmcam e am e scasemmmaamm o 19,078,000 .. ooccimean -
Navy: :
Naval Hospital, Bealufort. .. oo 7,112,000 (e ae
Charleston Nava! Shipyard, Charleston.. 200,000 L oooaea
Naval Station, Charleston_.___...... 15,352,000 . .l.oa--
Naval Supply Center, Charleston... - 3,750,000 ooooeeaaa
Naval Weapons Station, Charleston. .« ceu oo , 364, i -
Air Force: Myrtle Beach AFB, Myrtle Beach.. 300,000 .o oooeo.-

South Dakota: Air Force: Ellsworth AFB, Rapid City_. 2, 109, 000 2,109,000 -
T EIHIBSS08 o o e oo e oo e e emmmmmm = mm—memememeeammmmmeme—memesessemmade—messesacoosas 11, 811,000
Navy: .,
Naval Air Station, Memphis_ _ ..o
Naval Hospital, Mamphis
Air Force: Arold Engineering Development Genter, Tullahom
Defense Suppiy Agency : Defense Depot, Memphis. oo oo commmmmmaamaanaon
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INSIDE THE UNITED STATIES—Continued

State
State, department or component, and name of installation Cost total
Texas. e 92, 106, 00
Army:
Aeronautical Maintenance Center. 541,000 ..__..__.....
Fort Bliss.... ... __._..___..
Fort Hood_...___ -

Fort Sam Houston___
Red River Army Depot.

Navy: Naval Air Station, Kingsville.__________.________ T 1,428,000 ... _.____.._
Air Force:
Brook AFB, San AntOMiO. - - ..o e 3,100,000 . ... ...
Kelly AFB, San Antonio._ . 11,588,000 .. _._________
Laughiin AFB, Del Rio_..____ 98,000 ... ... .
Randolph AFé, San Antonio.._ . 790,000 ... ... ..
Reese AFB, Lubbock. . ____ e e e e mm e ———— - 836,000 .. ...
Sheppard AFB, Wichita Falis 2. 211011 IIIIIITTII I - &83L,000 CITTITTTTTTT
Utah Webb AFB, Big Spring_.__ ... ...l Il . 776,000 ... ___.._
c: || T e e e A ——— e e mm
Air Force: Hilk AFB, Ogden_._.____.___________.__.__.__ . 11,894,000 L. .. ...
_ Defense Supply Agency: Defense Depot, Ogden N 527,000 o ...
Virginia . L .
rmy:
Fort Belvair__ .. e e 9,625,000 ... ___._____
Fort Eustis 8,124,000 __
Fort Lee 11,936,000 _.
N Fort Myer. 2,487,000 .. . ...
avy:
Fleet Combat Direction Systems Training Center, Dam Neck_. oo ooeeo . ._.__ 2,034,000
Naval Amphibious Base, Little Greek ______..__________ 896, 000

Atlantic Command Operations Gontrol Center, Norfolk__.____.._..___
Naval Air Station, Norfolk __._._____ . .. _________
Naval Station, Norfokk ... __ ... . __________________ T
Naval Stﬁmly Center, Norfolk
Norfolk MNaval Regional Medical Center, Portsmouth
Naval Air Station, Oceana._______.______
Narfolk Naval Shipyard, Portsmouth.
Navai Weapons Station, Yorktown_.__.________.____._
. Marine Corps Development and Education Command, Quantico____
Air Force: Langley AFB, Hampton__._.___._.._________.
Defense Mapping Agency: Fort Belvoir__._.
Washington
Army: Fort Lewis
Navy:

18,270,000 ..___.._.____

Trident Support Site, Bangor 103, 808, C00
Puget Sound Naval Shi(})yard, Bremerton.__ 393, 001
Naval Air Station, Whidbey Island_____ 2,603,000

Various locations (Zone of Interior)
Army: Various._ ..
Air Force: Various.
Classified (Zone of Inter|

QUTSIDE THE UNITED STATES

Bermuda: Navy: Naval Air Station, Bermuda. . oo 1, 866, 000 1, 866, 000
Camal Zome.______ . T 1,357, goo

Army: Panama area_ .. ... 857,000 e
Na?: Naval Support R 800,000 . ..__..__....
Chagos Aichipelago..__ . __ Tl T TT T LT 18,102, 600
Nav!: Naval Commun 5 - 14,802,000 . oo ooen

. Air Force: Naval Communications Faility, Diego Garci N 3,300,000 ..___.._.___._.
Eniwetok: Defense Nuclear Agency: Eniwetok Auxiliary Airfi 4, 000, 000 4, 000, 800

[¢1-14 E11 1 2R e e o e o mmm e 32,635, 000
Army: Various locations

Air Force: Various locations.

GUaAM. e
Navy:
Naval Air Station, Agana._________________
Naval Communication Station, Finegayan.
Naval Ship Repair Facility___ oo ___.__

Navy Public Works Center.____________ . .. ________

4,193, 000 4,193, (00
............................... 4,470, 000
Army: Camp Darby.
Navy: Naval Air Facility, Sigonella_

Japan: Navy: Naval Hospital, Yokesuka—-..—.— ... .. - 360, 000 360, 00
Johnston Atoll: Defense Nuclear Agency: Various locations_ .. - 1,458, 000 1, 458, 000
Korea: Army: Various locations________________ e e - 5, 139, 000 5,139, 000
Kwajalein island: Army: Kwajalein Missile Range_____________ "~ """"""" —- 1,272,000 1,272,000
Okinawa: Army: Fort Buckner. .. ..o. oo oo 532,000 532, 000
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State
State, department or component, and name of installation Cost total

OUTSIDE THE UNITED STATES—Continued

PUerto RiCO. o or o - o oo ee oo e m e mmmmem e mem—aem—msdeememmeeaneem o asmae
Army: Fort Buchana

avy:
Naval Telecommunications Center, Roosevelt Roads ... —«.oooneeeoioane
Naval Station, Roosevelt Roads_ _ ..o
. Naval Security Group Activity, Sabana Seca
Republic of the Philippines....

Navy:
Naval Air Station, Cubi Point 1,624,000
Naval Station, Subic Bay. 3,741,000
Unite,\ji KIRBOOM - -t e o oo oo e m e dmm b mmmm s esesmeisom oo smaeanes
avy:
Naval Security Group Activity, Edzell, Scottand._ .ol 571,000
Naval Activities Detachment, Holy Loch, Scotland_ . wovoemmoceieonae 1,188, 000
Air Force: Various locations._ ... , 000
Various 10cations (OVErSeas). oo cc v enocuermomcammmmcemcaaecmamacemeaneacsmo e e pan s s
Army: Various....... 84,148,000
Air Force: Various.. 75, 338,

000
Classified {overseas): Air Force: Various 2, 000, 000 2,000, 000

Locations not specified : Office, Secretary of Defense: Various. . cooeeeoae 15, 000, 000 15,000, 000
RESLIVE COMPONBNTS v rm e oo emmm s dm s m oot oo m ez s T oo 157,932,000
Army National Guard: Various._ . 53,800,000 .. oo eao-..
Army Reserve: Various._ ... X 38,600,000 ..
Naval and Marine Corps Reserve: VarioUs.. o oo ovmcir o ecaceaeeee .- 18,532,000 ...
Air National GUard: Varous - - - oo o oo oot e 3,000,000 ...
Air Force Reserve: VarioUs. .. oo ocimamcmnacanasanacmsmam tacmamamanaaran 14,000,000 ... oooniono-

SUMMARY OF CONSTRUCTION AUTHORITY FOR AIR AND WATER POLLUTION ABATEMENT PROJECTS CONTAINED

IN THE BILL
Cost State total
State, department or component, and name of
installation Air Water Air Water
INSIDE THE UNITED STATES
ATTZONA . - o oo eeeoe e eemummmemme e EmmmeYeeesesenSemoasasesesseeesaes $970, GO0
Air Force:
Luke AFB, Gila Bend ... oo $421,000 _.... e memam e m————
Williams AFB, Chandler. oo oo eaman 549,000 oo ccocimeazans oo
F T LU RFE L LY PP ST PEL L L LD R R e L 500, 000
Army: Fort Chaffee . 213,000 ¢« e
Air Force: Little Rock AFB, Little Rock.. - N U emmmman
California_.__... e e e mmamacmemesemmmmmeesemmemmmeemcemmesmsamea== $4, 459, 000 7,135,000
Army: » !
Hunter-Liggett Military Reservation. ..ococouoocciiiicmmnnnnan 113,000 o earcmecnmccmca -
Fort Md. oo 362,000
Presidio of San Francisco
Navy:
Naval Air Station, North Island. _ . __...cconee $542, 000
Naval Air Rework Facility, North Island. 818, 000
Naval Supply Center, San Diego_.._.. 360, 000

Naval Air Rework Facility, Alameda_ I 1,667,000
Naval Weapons Station, Concord . oo oo

Marine Corps Base, Camp Pendleton. 231, 000
Marine Corps Air Station, € Toro.__. - 195,00 ...
Marine Corps Air Station, Santa Ana.__..___... 87, 000

Air Force:
Castle AFB, Merced. . oooiocaacccemeaeoe 184,000 e
George AFB, Victorville.
March AFB, Riverside____ . _.o..ccoooooe 375,000 oo
Norwalk AF POL Retail i
NOFWAIK - — - o e mme e e e mm 05,000 .o o eecemmmommmmenzoenas
Colorado: Army: Fort Carson. .. acooocoooommmca—aaen 514,000 -
Connecticut: Navy: Naval Submarine Base, New London. 442,000 oo oeeom o
Delaware: Air Force: Dover AFB, DOVer. oo caaeaae | PO 101, 000
District of Columbia: Army: Walter Reed Army Medical 305' 000

1,078,000 2,603, 000

avy:

Naval Air Station, Cecil Fieid. .
Naval Air Station, Jacksonviile
Naval Station, Mayport. ...
Naval Coastal Systems Labor:
Naval Air Station, Pensacola....
Air Force: .
MacDill AFB, Tampa., R e cmemmoan 616,000 ~enoemacocnomaceaammnn e
Tampa Air Force R bution Station,

Tampa caaswanas e mm—————— 86,000 -ccuommammaae -

Approved For Release 2005/06/09 : CIA-RDP75B00380R000700050001-3



Approved For Release 2005/06/09 : CGIéO«-RDP75BOO380R000700050001-3

SUMMARY OF CONSTRUCTION AUTHORITY FOR AiR AND WATER POLLUTION ABATEMENT PROJECTS CONTAINED
IN THE BILL—Continued

Cost State total
State, department or compenent, and name of
installation Air Water Air Water

INSIDE THE UNITED STATES

L T T
Army: -
Fort Benning. 710, 000
Fort Gordon_ 268, 000

355, 000 .
4,896,000 ______ ...
1,853,000 _ocoo eI
Army:
Joliet Army Ammunition Plant...._____.______ 500,000 _____._.__._____.___._______
Fort Sheridan___._______._________ 52,000 .
Navy: Naval Training Center, Great Lake: e e e meeioo
Air Force: Chanute AFB, Rantoul_______ 2,508, 00
Indiana: Navy:'Naval Ammunition Depot, Cr: ) 665, 000 260,00 665, 000
Remtucky . 164, 000 1, 948,000
Army:
Fort Camphell______________ ... 1,948,000 ... . ...
Fort Knox. __ 164,000 ... ..l  lllTTITmTmeT I
Lowistana. ..o T T 515, 000 1, 544, 000
Army: FortPolk_ . ____.__ . _ I ___llTTTTTTeet 1,544,000 ..o . ... . .
Air Force:
Barksdale AFB, Shreveport._ . 450,000 ...
England AFB, Alexandria..______ 65,000 ... ______.  ___ O TTTTTeettYC
Maine: Air Force: Loring AFB, Limestone________ """~ "7"777 290, 000
Maryland ________ .. T L 635, 000
Navy: i
Naval Air Test Center, Patuxent River.__.________.__._..____ 635000 ... _________
Naval Ordnance Station, Indian Head... ...~ " '2,645/Q00 .. [1777777"7emmememeee- U
Michigan: Air Force: K.I. Sawyer AFB, Marquette 2,046, 000
Mississippi : Air Force: Kessier AFB, Biloxi....__ . 2,216,000
Missouri: Army: Fort Leonard Wood_...._._ . __ - 3, 980, 000
Nevada: Navy: Naval Ammunition Depot, Hawthorne_ 7,022,000
New Hampshire: Air Force: Pease AFB, Portsmouth . 639, 000 _ 639, 000
New lersey: Army: Picatinny Arsenal__________ 416,000 .___.___..____ 416,000
New York._...._____.____ . emmeemm - 343, 000
Army: U.S, Military Academy__ -

Air Force: Griffiss AFB, Rome. .
Nerth Carolina__.____._________ ... _ T Il 7T
Navy:
Marine Corps Base, Camp Lejeune. .___..____._____ 1,068,000 .

435,000

Cincinnati Air Force POL Retail Distribution
i 140, 000
477,000

tation
Wright Patterson AFB, Dayton_.
Oklahoma_________._______ ___ .
Army: Fort Sill_._.
Air Force: Tinker AFB, Oklahoma City
PennSylvania__.______.___..__..___
Army: Letterkenny Army Depot________.__
Navy: Philadelphia Nava Shipyard, Philadelphia_ .
South Carolina
Navy:

183, 0)
2,543,030

Naval Supply Center, Charleston...__.__..__.__..___________ 495 000 ______
Charleston Naval Shipyard, Charlestan 733,000 4,217,000 _.
Naval Weapons Station, Charleston__._ 1,360,000 ..
Marine Corps Recruit Depot, Parris {sland_.._______ """ 7""" 280,000 ________
Air Force: Charleston AF POL Retail Distribution
Station, Charteston_ . ____________.____ 140, 000
Tennessee: Army: Milan Army Ammunition Plant 181, 000
Texas I T
Army:
FortHoed ____.___ ... 98, 030
Longhorn AAP._____________ 1T 102, 020
Air Force:

Lauglin AFB, Del Rio
Randolph AFB, San Antonio 172,000
Kelly AFB, San Antonio.____._.______ 7 .7 " 117, 000
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SUMMARY OF CONSTRUCTION AUTHORITY FOR AIR AND WATER POLLUTION ABATEMENT PROJECTS CONTAINED
IN THE BILL—Continued

Gost o " State fotal
State, department or component, and name of
instaiiation Air Water Air .. Water
INSIDE THE UNITED STATES e
VP, - - oo o e e e mmmemmem e ————— . 12,778,000
rmy:
Fort Belvoir - 932,000 ..
Fort Eustis 155,000 __ -

FortLee___
Camp Pickett.

avy:
Naval Amphibious Base, Little Creek ... . ... ... 2,740, 000
Naval Supply Genter, Norfolk-.___ ... ... _ 5,647,000 _,
Marine Corps Development and Education . R
Command, Quantico: ..o iaiceann L I7L000 s
Navai Weapons Station, Yorktown. 1,800,000 ool
WashinglON e e 652, 000
Army: Fort Lewis . oo 69,000 . e
Navy:
Naval Supply Center, Bremerton_ . eooiamoaas 259,000 - ieeeeaoan
Naval Torpedo Station, Keyport : 264,000 ..
Air Force: Mukilteo AF POL Retail Distribution
Station, Everett___________ . iananen 60,000 ..
various locations (inside the United States):

AFMY T VaMOUS oo o e ecmecimmae e 2,100,000 . ___.____._. 2,100, 000
Inside the United States, total AFmY. . _«o_omemmeoomoe oo ooeoeemcoieoneocee 1,356,000 16, 358, 000
inside the United States, total Navy . . sl 9, 849, 000 44, 251, 000
Inside the United States, total Air Force. - .. 2, 056, 000 13,700, 000

Inside the United States, grand total_ ... o aiea- 13, 261, 000 74, 309, 000
OUTSIDE THE UNITED STATES .
6uam: Navy: Navy Public Works Center, Guam__.._-... 1,059,000 oo 1,059,000 oo __.__.
Japan: Air Force: Misawa AB_. o - 585,000 _oneome - 595, 000
Scotland, Uniled Kingdom: Navy: Naval Detachment,

HolY LOCH - o oo oo e e cm e m 2,650,000 .. 2,650, 000
Puerto Rico: Navy: Naval Station, Roosevelt Roads - 1,388,000 .oooooooae 1, 388, 000
Qutside the United States, total Navy..._........... [ 1, 059, 000 4,038, 000
Outside the United States, total Air FOrce. - oo ea e e rmccme i mcameee 595, 000

Outside the United States, grand total. . oo eee 1, 059, 000 4,633, 000
Worldwide grand total, ATMY . . e oo cm e e e —————— 1, 356, 000 16, 358, 000
Worldwide grand total, Navy__________..___ 10, 508, 000 48, 289, 000

Worldwide grand total, Air Force 2,056, 000 14, 295, 000

Worldwide 10tal - - - - e oo oo 14, 320, 000 78,942, 000

MILITARY FAMILY HOUSING AUTHORITY CONTAINED IN THE BILL (NEW CONSTRUCTION)

Number

State, service, and installation of units

Califarnia; Navy: Naval Complex, San Dieg0. - ..o cemmmmmmc e emcmdec e 500

Florida: Navy: Naval Complex, Jacksonvitle _______ 200

ﬁeorgj_a: Army: Fort Stewart/Hunter Army Air Field 400
awaii:

Army: U.S. Army installations, Oahu_ . ..ot 1,000

Navy: Naval Complex, Oahu_.__________. 700

Air Force: U.S. Air Force installations, Oahu. 200

IWinois: Army: Rock Island Arsenal.___.____. 60

Kansas: Army: Fort Riley .. __.___..____. 500
Louisiana: Navy: Naval Complex, New Orleans.._ 200
Montana: Air Force: Malmstrom Air Force Base, 150
New Hampshire: Air Force: Pease Air Force Base_..___._ 200
North Carolina:
Navy:
Marine Corps Base, Camp Lejeune . e cmmedmmme e amaas 200
Warine Corps Air Station, Cherry Point. . 300
North Dakota: Air Force: Grand Forks Air Force Base. oot cmee oo 100
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MILITARY FAMILY HOUSING AUTHORITY CONTAINED IN THE BILL (NEW CONSTRUCTION)-—Continued

Number

State, service, and Installation of units
Oklahoma: Air Force: Altus Air Foree Base - ... 200
South Carolina:

Army: Fort Jackson, Columbia. . ... o 100
Navy: Naval Complex, Charleston__ . - 526
Virginia: Army: Fort Bustis...____________._____ 100
Washington: Navy: Naval complex, Bremerton_._______...._. ... ToTTTTTTTmTTTT 332
Canal Zone:
Army:
Atlantic side___ . _______._. - 100
Pacific side_...___.____._ .. 200
Cuba: Navy: Naval Complex, Guantanamo Bay__ 200
leeland: Navy: Naval Station, Keffavik_._..___ 200
Japan: Air Force: Misawa Air Base____. 200
Philippines: Air Force: Clark Air Base..._.___ - 250
Poland: DIA: Defense Attache Office, Warsaw__________ __ [ - -77777"Temmmmmmmmm T 2
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